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| The County Court Appointments. 

THE VACANCIES in the county court circuits, caused by the 
deaths of Judge AUSTIN and Judge LONGSTAFFE, have resulted in 
the transfer of Judge Stancer, K.C., from Birkenhead to 
| Bris tol, and the ap pointme nt of Mr.H. E. GuRNER and Mr. T. W. 
| McCarruy to the Birkenhead and Halifax districts respectively. 


The Retirement of Sir Howard Elphinstone. 
OUR READERS will receive with regret the news of Sir 
HowarD ELPHINSTONE’S retirement from practice, and from the 
| office of conveyancing-counsel to the court. Sir Howarp has 
enjoyed the reputation of being the leading real property lawyer 
| and conveyancer of the day—or, remembering other names, shall 
| we say primus inter pares—and bis connection with “ Key and 
has made his name a household word in every 
| conveyancer’s chambers and solicitor’s office. The conveyancing 
| bar owe him a great debt of gratitude for the assistance he has 
| given to their ‘labours, and the devotion which he has bestowed 
on the various editions of the Precedents has been fully recognized 
by solicitors. We wish the new edition—which has, we believe, 
been delayed by Sir Howarn’s illness—could have been 
published while he was still in active connection with Lincoln’s- 
inn. But, apart from our recognition of bis eminence as a 
real property lawyer and a practical conyeyancer, we have 
our own special reasons to regret his retirement. For a long 
series of years, Sir Howarp has been one of the most valued 
contributors to these columns, and his articles over the initials 
“H, W. E.” have made this fact familiar to our readers. In 
particular we may refe ; to the series of articles written in 1887-8, in 
conjunction with Mr. J. W. Clark, now legal adviser to the Board 
of Agriculture, on Se arches, which were afterwards published in 
book form and have been immensely valuable, and to the articles in 
38 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL on the Finance Bill of 1894, and on tie 
next = legislative scheme affecting conveyancing, the Finance 
Bill of 1909 (53 SoLicrtors’ JOURNAL, 554 et seg). These, we 
believe, were not without effect on the final form of the statutes. 


| Elphinstone ” 








In addition, there have been very many contributions on practical 
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conveyancing and on registration of title. As to registration, 
it will remembered that Sir HowArD was one of the witnesses 
before the last Commission on the Land Transfer Acts, and 
expressed himself as being in favour of the system, subject to 
proper ame: dment of the existing Acts. We very gladly place 
on record our appreciation of Sir Howarv’s assistance, though we 
deeply regret the event which gives us the opportunity of 
doing 80, : 


The New Conveyancing Counsel. 

THE VACANCY in the office uf conveyancing counsel to the 
court caused by the retirement of Sir Howarp ELrHiINsTONE 
has been filled by ths appointment of Mr. CuarLes Swekt. 
Mr. Sweer is known as one of the most k arned real property 
lawyers of the day, and his appointment will be received with 
general approval. In ordinary practice he is, perhap’, best 
known as the editor of the last edition of Jarman on Wills, that 
great repository of case law which explodes the fiction that 
authorities are of no use in construing wills. But to appreciate 
his intimacy with real property Jaw, we turn rather to the third 
edition of “Challis,” and to the claborate editorial notes, such 
as those on the Rule against Perp2tuities, with which it is inter 
spersed ; and to numerous articles in the Law Quarterly Review, 
such, for instance, as that in 24 L. Q. K., p, 26, on the Land 
Transfer Acts, an article to which we were glad to refer in 
dealing recently with the Real Property and Conveyancing Bills. 
Like Sir Howarp Etpatnstonr, Mr. SWEET was a witness 
before the recent Land Transfer Commission, and expressed 
bimeelf in favour of the principle of registration, though he did 
not consider it a practical system without a pre'iminary process 
of simplification of titles. The Lord Chanvellor's latest. appoint- 
ment to the office ef conveyancing couns'! will maintain the 
efficiency of that department. 


The Master of the Rolls. 


Tuk ELEVATION of Sir Herbert Cozens-Harpy to the peer- 
aye is a well-earned tribute toa judicial career of high-minded 
principle and unobtrusive usefulness. Singularly modest and 
unassuming in manner, but possessed of an intellect which 
combines great technical knowledge of law with breadth of mind 
and admirable common sense, the present Master of the Rolls has 
won the esteem of all by his helpfulness, his kindly geniality, 
and a quiet dignity which is all the more effective because there 
is about it no assumption of stateliness. Probably there is no 
rally first rate judge on the bench whose judicial temperament 
is so completely free from fads, crotchets, or preferences for some 
particular class of legal principles or line of reasoning; Sir 
Herpert Cozens Harpy, indeed, might almost be said to be a 
sort of concentrated essence of the judicial spirit ; he displays 
always and in all cases the same sanity of outlook, equanimity of 
mind, and sweet reasonableness of temper. He is never narrow 
and technical, but he seems to escape almost by instinct the 
converse defect of allowing bard cases to make bad law. 
He is never obstinate, but he docs not yield to any pres- 
gure except that of logical conviction. His reputation for 


soundness as a lawyer is, indeed, so high that only his 


advancing years can have prevented his promotion long 
ago to the rank of the law-lords, He is seventy-six, but, 


like Lord HAtspury, he carries the burden of years so lightly 
that one never thinks of him as an old man. The new dignity 
conferred upon him will doubtless enable the House of Lords 
from time to time to employ his great legal talents as an 
occasional member of its Judicial Committee. But we trust that 
the temptation to make use of his services will not induce the 
Lord Chancellor to withdraw too often so admirable a President 
of the Court of Appeal from his proper judicial duties. 


Finance Procedure in the House of Commons 


[iE SPEAKER has taken what seems to be the correct 
constitutional line in connection with certain sins against 


parliamentary procedure of which the present Budget is guilty. 
The liberty of the subject and the maintenance of constitutional 
government are deeply bound up with a jealous control 
over. public finance on the part of the House of Commons ; 
and none of the s:mewhat complicated system of checks 





and safeguards which we owe to the wisdom of our ancestors 
ought to be lightly thrown overboard. These checks and 
safeguards are lucidly explained in Chapter X. of Professor 
Dicey'’s well-known treatise on Constitutional Law, and may 
be regarded as five in number. In the first place, no 
taxes can be collected by the revenue officers except under statu 
tory authority : that statutory authority is either the Finance 
Act (or Budget) of each year, or some permanent statute such as 
the Income Tax Acts, or some statute providing for the machinery 
of collection, such as the Provisional Collection of Taxes Act 
passed last year to get round a difficulty successfully raised in 
the courts by the redoubtable Mr. Tuomas Gipson Bowtes. 
Secondly, the taxes so collected must be paid into the Bank of 
England “to the account of His Majesty's Exchequer” under 
the various Consolidated Fund Acts ; no revenue officer can pay 
it direct to the head of any public department ; the bank alone 
can receive it and give a valid receipt for it. Thirdly, no moneys 
standing to that account in the bank can be paid out again to 
any public department, or anyone else, except upon an order of 
the Comptroller-General, to whom the Treasury must make a 
requisition, and whom they must satisfy that they have statutory 
authority for such requisition. Fourtbly, the statutory authority, 
on which the Comptroller-General acts, is the Appropriation Act 
of each year, under which the House of Commons specifically 
appropriates the exact amounts which are to be paid out in 
respect of any item in the public services. Lastly, the Comp- 
troller-General, in his capacity as Auditor-General, must produce 
to the Public Audit Committee of the House vouchers for and 
an explanation of every penny of the public revenue he has 
allowed to pass out of the bank into the bands of the Treasury. 
This system may seem elaborate, but it has the enormous advan- 
tage of being thorough ; it renders practically impossib!e the illegal 
expenditure of any part of the public revenue. An instance of 
its powerful effect is given by Professor Dicey. It was in 1811. 
The Auditor General of the day, Lord GrENVILLF, refused to 
sanction the payment of certain moneys necessary for the Great 
War because the King was a lunatic and so could not affix the 
Sign Manual necessary before the warrants (or orders) for 
expenditure given under the Privy Seal could be legally issued. 
The result was that a Regency Bill bad to be passed at once. 


Resolutions and Estimates. 


Now THE corner-stone of all this system of Parliamen‘ary con- 
trol over finance rests on the separation of the annual Finance 
Act, popularly known as the Budget, from the annual Appropria- 
tion Act. ‘The Budget sanct‘ons the collection of taxes out of the 
pockets of the King’s subjects ; the Appropriation Act sanctions 
their expenditure by the Ministers of the Crown. A Budget 
which includes provision for the expenditure of moneys collected 
from the subject is not a true Budget, and it partially evades 
the control of the Comptroller-General. An Appropriation Act 
which authorizes the payment of a fund to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer without specifying any items on which it is to be ex- 
pended by him has the effect of destroying altogether the controi 
of the Auditor-General as regards that fund. It introduces an 
exception to the whole system of checks and safeguards, thereby 
throws them into confusion, and so tends to destroy the control 
of Parliament over public expenditure. Again, all taxes collected 
under the Budget must be granted to the Crown by the House 
of Commons; each is granted in the first instance by means 
of a separate resolution of the House ; these resolutions, which 
are made in a committee of the whole House, are afterwards 
embodied in the Finance Act of the year. In the same way 
each item of expenditure is granted by a ‘vote on account” 
made by the whole House sitting in Committee of Supply ; 
these Estimates, and later Supplementary Estimates similarly 
voted, are all included at last in the Appropriation Act. Itis an 
obvious breach of this settled procedure for any Finance Act or any 
Appropriation Act to contain grants or appropriations not 
authorized by resolution or vote on account. Such a 
breach of procedure must lead to one of two alternative results : 
either the violation of procedure invalidates the whole Bill, and 
renders it recessary to bring in a new Bill ab initio; or else the 
clause unauthorized by resolution or vote on account, as the case 
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may be, is invalid unless and until the House has resolved itself 
once more into Committee and passed the necessary resolution or 
vote. The latter alternative has the practical advantage 
of securing parliamentary control without involving the loss of a 
whole Bill and the consequent waste of parliament iry time. The 
Speaker, with his usual sanity of judgment, has ruled in favour 
of this alternative, and so checked an undesirable practice without 
upsetting the whole course of public business. 


Irish Judges and the Government of Ireland Bill, 


WE ARE not concerned, of course, with the political aspect of 
the Government of Ireland Bills further than to deprecate any 
suggestion of resort to violence for the adjustment of matters 
which properly are only cognisable in Parlianent, but it is 
interesting to note the readjustment which the Amending Bill 
proposes as regards judicial matters. Under clause 27 of the 
principal Bill judges of the Supreme Court in Ireland and county 
court judges will be appointed by the Lord-L’eutenant, and will 
he removable on an address from both Houses of the Irish Parlia- 
ment. Clause 28 removes Irish appeals from the Hse of Lords 
to the Privy Council, subject to a special rota of Privy 
Councillors being made annually for such appeals ; and clauses 28 
and 29 make provision for referring constitutional questions and 
questions as to the validity of laws to the Privy Counc! The 
io sy Bill provides for the optionil exclusion of certain 
counties from the operation of the Government of Ireland Act for 
six years. This, of course, raises the question of the judicial power 
in the excluded areas, dnd clause 5 makes provision for causes 
there being tried either by existing judges of the Supreme Court or 
by judges especially appointed by the Crown. Such appointments 
will be made so as to keep the number of Supreme Court judges, 
who owe their appointments to t:e Crown, up to four. 7. is will 
not, we gather, interfere with the solidarity of the Irish Supreme 
Court, but provision will be made by Rules of Court for the 
hearing of canses in the excluded areas by the proper judges ; 
and this applies also to causes wherever tried, where a party to 
the cause is ordinarily resident in the excluded area, and requires 
a hearing before a judge app»inted by the Crown. The judg- 
mente of the Irish Couris contain very much that is valuable, and 
they have always been cited with respect in the English courts ; 
we may expres: the hoe and expectation that their quality will 
remain unimpaired, whether the judges are appointed by the 
Crown or by the Lord-Lieutenant. 


Service of Irish Writs in England. 


IN CONNECTION with the Irish courts we may notice a ques- 
tion which bas ariscn as to the service in England of Irish wri!s 
for breach of contract. In framing the English rule for service 
out of the jurisdiction—ord. 11, r. 1—eare has been taken not 
to render persons resident in Ireland or Scotland amerable to 
the juricdiction of the English ccurts in cases arising out of 
contracts. Thus paragragh (¢) of the rule, which allows service 
abroad where the action is founded on breach of a contract which 
ought to be performed within the jurisdiction, adds the proviso, 
“unless the defendant is domiciled or ordinarily resident in 
Scotland or Ireland.” But there is no corresponding restriction 
in the Irish K.8.C., which by ord. 11, r. 1 (7), allow service out 
of the jurisdiction of a writ whenever the contract sought to be 
enforced, or for breach of which damages are claimed, was made 
in Ireland. Thus an Englishman is liable to be summoned to 
Ireland to defend an action on an Irish contract, but an Irishman 
is not liable to be summoned to England to defend an 
action on an English contract. The power under the 
Irish rules was exercised recently against Liverpool merchants, 
and on the representation of their solicitors a committee of the 
Council of the Law Society inquired into the matter, and their 
report is noticed in the annual report of the Council (at, 
p. 638). There is the same want of mutuality between Ireland 
and Scotland. The Council are endeavouring to secure 
uniformity as between the three countries by procuriug a modi- 
fication of the Irish rule, so as to restrict the Irish right of service 
out of the jurisdiction, and this is probably easier than extending 
the English and Scotch rules so as to allow service in Ireland. 
It is pointed out, however, that the vrievance is rather theoretical 





than practical, otherwise eomplaints, such as that from Liverpoo!, 
would have been more frequent. 


Injunctions and the Privy Council. 


IN THE recent case of Altorney-Genrral of New South Wales 
v. Williams (Tvmes, 18th inst.) the Judical Committee of the Privy 
Council has created an important precedent upon an interesting 
point of practice. The Commonwealth Act, 1900, in giving the 
six Australian States a federal Government and a Governor- 
General had to provide it with a central seat of Government. 
Owing to the conflicting claims of the two largest and oldest 
states, Victoria and New South Wales, a compromise was 
adopted. It was arranged that Melhourne and Sydney, the 
capitals of Victoria and New South Wales, should each be the 
seat of federal Government in succes-ion until, after a fixed 
period of years, a new federal district and capital--now known as 
Canberra and Hopetown resp2ctively—-had been constituted. The 
Governor-General continued to reside at Government House, 
Sydney, until the expiry of this period three yea's ago, when the 
Government of New South Wales resumed the housa and 
grounds—despite a protest of Lord DENMAN, who then filled 
that higk office—and devoted them to public pnrposes. An action 
against the Government was commenced, curiously enough, by 
the Attorney-General of the State on the relation of certaia 
private citizens, claiming a declaration that Government House 
is vested in the Crown for Imperial purposes aad not for 
the purposes of New Sonth Wales—i.c., that the Governor- 
General and not the State-Government is the legal tenant 
of the premises. This suit has bean defeated in the 
Australian courts, but special leave to appeal has been 
given by the Judicial Committee. In the meantime the 
State-Government have been eng:ged in converting the grounds 
to new uses, cutting down trees, and throwing astrip of land into 
a public street. An application to the Judicial Committee for 
an interim injunction, restraining this user pending the hearing 
of the appeal, has just been made tothe Privy Council. The 
Judicial Committee, however, intimated that in such cireum- 
stances it would not itself interfere by granting an interim order ; 
an application for such order should be made to the Australian 
courts, which, in view of the grant of special lave to appal, 
ought to issue the injunction. At the same time the Privy 
Council desired the legal representatives of the State to send 
their clients a telegram pointing out the view of the Judicial 
Committee that their alleged acts of conversion are improper in 
view of the appeal. The State Government, it appears, has now 
undertaken not to continue the acts complained of pending the 
appeal. 

. 


Corroborative Evidence of Bastardy. 


Ir CANNOT be said that the majority decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Mash v. Darley (reported elsewhere), is very satisfac- 
tory ; and we should be glad to see the ease go higher. We call it 
a majority decision, for although Lord Justice KENNEDY abstained 
from disagreeing with his colleagues, BuCKLEYand PHILLIMORE, 
L.JJ., he delivered a judgment expressing great doubt as to 
the correctness of the decision. The point which arose was this. 
A man was the respondent to a bastardy summons before justices ; 
the evidence against him was that of the mother pilus the facts 
that he had been convévted of an offence against the girl under 
the Criminal Law Amendment Act of 1885, and that, although 
at his defence at the assizes he had cross-examined her as to her 
connection with other men, he had not repeated this cross- 
examination or line of defence at the hearing of the bastardy 
summons. Now, on such a summons the evidence of the woman 
requires corroboration. Here justices relied on the conviction 
under the Criminal Law Amendment Aet, 1885, as corroboration ; 
and the Divisional Court upheld this view on appeal. But to 
this there are several obvious objections, and the Court of 
Appeal did not agree with it. In the first place, a conviction 
under the Act of 1885 may take place on the girl’s 
uncorroborated evidence, although judges usually direct juries 
to require corroboration; so that, if the mere fact of con- 
viction were corroborative, the defendant would in substance 
be adjudged putative father of the child on the sole evidence 
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of the mother; the very mischief guarded against by the 
Bastardy Acts. Again, in the present care, the conviction had 
not been proved by the proper procedure as laid down by section 
13 of the Law of Evidence Act, 1851. The justices had allowed 
a person present at the trial and conviction to give evidence of it ; 
this is obviously more hearsay evidence. But while disagreeing 
with the reasons on which the justices acted in arriving at their 
decision, Lord Justice BucKLEY and Lord Justice PHILLIMORE 
agreed in sustaining it on another ground. They held that 
sufficient corroboration of the girl’s story was found in the 
prisoner’s own conduct at assizes and the hearing of the summons : 
namely, that he had put forward a defence at assizes which he 
tacitly abandoned at the hearing of the summons. This they 
regarded as conduct inconsistent with innocence, and therefore, a 
tacit admission of the truth of the girl’s story. Since the case 
stated by justices mentioned these facts, although neither 
justices nor the Divisional Court had relied on them as corrobora 
tion, the Court of Appeal held that they were entitled to draw their 
own inferences of fact, and that the applicant was entitled 
to hold her order. But surely there is something very artificial 
and unreal in treating a defendant’s conduct in court as a “ tacit 
admission” of anything ? Defendants, both in civil and criminal 
cases, usually act on the advice of their legal advisers. The 
defence they put forward is based on his view of the best 
tactical way to fight the case. The mere fact that a different 
line of defence is adopted on two different occasions is, except 
in very special circumstances, really no indication at all that the 
prisoner’s conduct is inconsistent and tantamount to an admission 


of guilt. 


The Rule Against Perpetuities. 

THE PERIOD allowed by the rule of perpetuities is of course 
well settled ; it is a life or lives in being and 21 years after, 
with an allowance for the time of gestation where gestation 
actually exists (Uvdellv. Pulmer, 1 Cl. & F.372); and if there are 
no lives indicated, then there is only the one period of 21 years. 
As the rule is ordinarily stated, the executory interest which the 
settlor desires to postpone must vest at latest within the period, 
and in the recent case of Engl sh v. Clif (Tim s, 17th inst.) 
WARRINGTON, J., had to consider whether this was to be taken 
literally. Under a settlement dated the 13th of May, 1892, 
trustees were, during the term of 21 years from the date of the 
settlement, to apply the rents and profits of land as mentioned, 
and “at the expiration of the said term of 21 years” were to 
sell. A purchaser under this trust for sale objected that it was 
invalid because) the trust arose af the end of and not within the 
period of 21 years. As we have said, the rule usually uses the 
word “ within,” and the question of an interest vesting just at 
the end of a period of 21 years does not seem to have arisen. 
jut no doubt the word “ within ” has been used for convenience 
merely, and not with a view to eutting down the 21 years. The 
rule allows the full period, and the interest is well created if 
its vesting does not exceed the period. Consequently it is good 
if, as in the present case, it vests concurrently with the end of 
the period, and Warrincton, J., adopted this view. The 
limit is 21 years, and the vesting must not exceed this. A 
further subtle question arose as to the reckoning of the 21 years. 
According to the settlement this was to be 21 years from its 
date—the 13th of May, 1892 Presumably, the deed was 
executed before midnight of that day, and it was operative from 
execution. Hence the limit was exceeded if the period ran from 
midnight on the 13th of May, 1892, but not if it ran from mid- 
night on the 12th of May, 1892. Warrineton, J., said it 
depended on the construction of the particular deed, and he took 
the latter date and saved the trust. Clearly, a judge is entitled 
to resort to any possible construction to avoid holding a limita- 
tion invalid on such a ground as this, ; 








Mr. John Griffiths, solicitor, and registrar of the Chester County 


Court, was, says-the Standard, found dead on Tuesday morning, the 
room being full of gas and the gas stove full on. . Mr. Griffiths. who 
was only forty-five years of age, was ex-Sheriff of Chester, chairman of 
the Chester Insurance Committee, and for many years acted as Liberal 
whip of the Chester Town Council, 7 





Sir John Gray Hill. 


Our readers will have seen with regret the announcement 
of the death, last week, of Sir Joun Gray Hitt, who was equally 
well-known for his bigh standing in the profession and for his 
interest in practical philanthropy. Born at Tottenham in 1839, 
he was the son of the late Mr. ARTHUR HILL, and the nephew of 
Sir RowLanp Hi1, the great postal reformer, and-of the late 
Mr. Hitt, Q.C., Recorder of Birmingham. He was educated at 
Bruce Castle School, Tottenham, a private school which had a 
high reputation, and served his articles in London, ard was 
admitted as a solicitor in 1863. At first he set up in practice in 
London, but he soon migrated to Liverpool, and there entered 
into partnership with Mr. C. T. Sguary, who subsequently 
became solicitor tu the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. The 
name of the firm became Duncan, SQquary, BLACKMORE, 
PEARSON, AND HILL, but after successive changes, which resulted 
in Sir Joun Gray Ht attaining to the foremost place in the 
firm, the title was changed to the present familiar firm name 
of Hitt, Dickrnson & Co. A nephew, Sir ArtTHUR NORMAN 
HILL, now succeeds to the senior place. 

A solicitor cannot attain to the position which Sir JOHN 
enjoyed in his business and among his professional brethren with- 
out strenuous work. In Liverpool he threw himself energetically 
into the mercantile and maritime business which that city fur- 
nished, and he attained a high reputation as a commercial and 
shipping lawyer. He took an active part also in the various 
societies connected with shipping interests. In 1867 he became 
secretary of the American Chamber of Commerce in Liverpool, 
and of the Liverpool Steamship Owners Association, and he was 
secretary from its foundation in 1873 of the Liverpool Sailing 
Ship Owners United Association, and first manager of the Liver 
| pool and London Steamship Protection Association from its 

foundation in 1889. These various offi:es and the work of his 
|own business imposed a heivy tax upon his energies, but he 
found time to take his part in matters affecting the profession, 
| and was president of the Liverpool Incorporated Law Society in 
| 1885. And not content with concrete matters of business and 
professional interests, he shared in the proceedings of the 
| International Law Society, of which he was a vice-president, anc 
he was a member also of the International Maritime Committee. 

In due course Sir Joun GRAY HILL’s services were requisi- 
tioned for the Law Society. He became a member of the council 
in 1891 and was president in 1903, the year when, appropriately 
enough, the provincial meeting of the society w.s held at Liver- 
pool. The address which he delivered on that occasion was 
mainly occupied with the advocacy of the school of law which it 
was then hoped might be founded out of the proceeds of sale of 
Clifford’s-inn and New-inn. That scheme tarries, and for the 
present the Inns of Court and the Law Society each carry on in 
a humbler, but, we hope, not ineffective, way the practical work 
of legal education. 

Outside his business and his vrofession Sir JOHN’S interest 
lay in the promotion of the welfare of the seafaring community, 
and particularly in the training of boys for the sea. He was 
president and one of the founders, with the late Sir ALFRED 
JONES, of the Lancashire National Sea Training Home for Boys 
at Liseard, Cheshire. The institution had serious difficulties to 
surmount, and Sir JoHN fought hard and successfully to place it 
ona sound basis. It was very largely owing to his careful 
guidance of its work and management of its resources that this 
result was obtained. In recognition of his public services the 
honour cf Knighthood was bestowed upon him in 1904. 


In 1864 Sir Joun married CATHERINE Emity, daughter of 
the late Georce Drake Harpy, of Tottenham. There were no 
children of marriage, and perhaps it was this that left him free 
to spend a considerable part of the year in Palestine. He had 
a residence in Jerusalem, and Sir JouN and Lady HILL are said 
to have been as well known there as in Liverpool and Birkenhead. 
Other diversion he found in Shakespeare. Many of his plays 
Sir Jonn had by heart, and it was said of him by an intimate 
friend that he was rarely without a “tag” of his favourite poet 








in his mouth to apply to present-day conditions, political, social, 
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and otherwise. Those .who were acquainted with ~ this 
characteristic were not surprised when in his presidential address 
in 1903, referred to above, he advised his brother solicitors to 


“ Do as adversaries do in law; 
Strive mightily, but eat and drink as friends.” 


To finish this sketch of acareer which almost realizes the idea 
of “not one, but all mankind’s epitome,” Sir JowN took an 
active interest in politics, first as a Liberal, and then asa Liberal- 
Unionist. But im politics, as elsewhere, he was eminently 
fair ; just as in private life he was one of the most kind-hearted 
and charming of men. The regret.which attends the close of such 
a life is tempered by the knowledge of its peaceful end. He 
passed away in sleep from heart failure, 


Controlling the Discretion of 


Trustees. 


I. 


THERE are few things more difficult to the practitioner than to 
extract from the cases the rules when, and in what circumstances, 
the court will, or will not, interfere with the exercise of a discre- 
tion vested in trustees. One rule only scems to stand out clearly, 
viz., that the court will not allow a trustee to exercise his discre 
tion improperly. It will not allow anything in the nature of 
mala fides on the part of a person standing in a fiduciary 
position. But cases where mala fides is shewn do not exhaust 
all the occasions on which the court may be induced to interfere, 
as is shewn by the recent case of Re L’Epinvir’s 8 ttlemen, 
DEpinoiz v. Fettes (nt, p. 454; 1914, 1 Ch. 890), before War. 
RINGTON, J. In that case the learned judge directed an inquiry 
whether the continuance of certain investments of trust funds 
was for the benefit of the beneficiaries, notwithstanding the fact 
that the trustees had a discretion in the matter, and breach of 
trust or anything in the nature of mala fides on the part of the 
truste2s was neither alleged nor imputed. 

It is frequently laid down that the court will not interfere 
with the bona fide exercise of a discretionary power vested in 
trustees. There are numerous decisions and dicta to this effect, 
and the leading case on the point is said to he Gisborne y. Gisborne 
(2 App. Cas. 300). Except that that case was a House of Lords 
decision, its choice as the leading case seems a little arbitrary. The 
point there was as follows :—As a general rule, if a lunatic was 
eutitled to two funds, as to one for life only, and as to the other 
absolutely, the Court of Chancery directed maintenance out of 
the income of the first, leaving the income of the second fund to 
be accumulated so as to be preserved as far as possible for the 
lunatic in the event of recovery. In that particular case the 
fund in which the patient hed a life interest was vested in 
trustees, and by the terms of the will under which the fund was 
held, the trustees had an absolute and uncontrolled discretion 
with regard to the amount of the income which should be paid 
to her. ‘The trustees were prepared to contribute for her 
maintenance, by providing out of the income of the settled fund 
such a sum as would, together with the income from her own fund, 
amount to the annual allowance which the Master in Lunacy 
should consider adequate for her comfortable maintenance. ‘The 
House of Lords refused to interfere with this. There being no 
mala fides in question, the court recognized that the trustees 
were the judges in the matter, and would not question the 
exercise of the discretion, whether the court considered that 
exercise wise or unwise. 

In some cases a distinction has been drawn between the exer- 
cise of a discretionary power and the failure to exercise a dis- 
cretion. In other cases the court has taken the view that it is 
the duty of the trustees to do something, but that they have a 
discretion in the doing of it. In other cases, again, the court 
has said that although the trustees have a discretion to abstain 
from doing some act or series of acts, yet, if those acts be done, 
the court will scrutinise the manner in which the discretion has 
been exercited, . It is almost needless to say that itis impossible 


to reconcile the principles on which many of these varicus kinds 
of cases have been decided. 

As regards the first category of cases—cases where a distinction 
has been drawn beuween the exercise of a discretionary power 
and a failure to exercise the power at all—-such a distinction 
postulates the existence of some duty on the part of the trustees 

not to withhold the exercise of their power. But, logically, if a 
r man is invested with a discretionary power to Co something, his 
abstaining from doing the act may be an exercise of his discretion, 
just as much as his deciding to do the act. This preliminary 
logical objection has been surmounted in some cases by the court ; 
but whether satisfactorily or not, is open to doubt. Thus in Re 
Burrage, Burningham v. Burrage (62 L. T. Rep. 752), Cuitry, J., 
although he refused for the time being to compel the trustees of 
a settlement to exercise their discretion to sell certain property, 
clearly intimated that he might interfere later if the property 
was not sold. This means that the power is equivalent to an 
obligatory trust, and the case then really falls under the seeond 
head, 

In the second category of cases—cases where the court has 
taken the view that it was the duty of the trustees to do some- 
thing, but that they had a discretion as regards the doing of it, 
the court has treated the discretion as subsidiary to the duty. 
Tempest v. Lovd Camoys (21 Ch. D. 576n) is a good example of 
this type of case. In that case the trustees of a will were 
invested with a power to lease a certain dwelling-house. In an 
administration suit an inquiry was directed whether the house 
ought to be let under the trusts of the will, and the chief clerk 
found that it ought to be. But one of the trustees objected. 
Lord Romitiy, M.R., holding the opinion that the power of 
letting was coupled with a duty, and that such a trust was created 
as to enable the court to interfere, confirmed the certificate. The 
Court of Appeal upheld this decision, holding that the discretion- 
ary power was nothing more than part of a general scheme for 
the management of the estate, and that, as the management and 
superintendence of the estate had been brought under the 
control of the court, the court would interfere, by ordering a 
lease to be made of the house. 

Another case which is typical of this category of cases, where 
the court has interfered on the ground that the trustees have 
done nothing, is the case of Ransome v. Burgess (L. R. 3 Eq. 773). 
In that case there was a proviso in a settlement that, until the 
shares of children of the marriage should become payable, the 
trustees should apply the whole or so much of the income as the 
trustees should think fit for the education or maintenance of the 
children. The one child of the marriage resided with her 
father, and was maintained by him, the trustees not having 
contributed to her maintenance. Ile claimed to be recouped for 
past maintenance, and the trustees thereupon offered to pay only 
maintenance in the future; but Kinpzrsiey, V.C., directed an 
inquiry on the footing that the proper maintenance ought te 
have been allowed from the fir-t. This, however, only applies 
where there is an obligatory trust and.not a mere discretionary 
power, and such words as those in /ansvme v. Bur yess are now 
construed as giving a discretionary power only (Wilson v. Turner, 
22 Ch. D. 521), though recently, in an unreported case (/te are) 
WARRINGTON, J., under a will framed in a very special manner, 
construed the trust as obligatory, and allowed past as well as 
fulure maintenance. 

| To he continued, | 


Reviews. 


Precedents. 


A CotLection or Forms AND PRECEDENTS OTHER THAN Con- 


vVEYANCING, Company, LocaL GovERNMENT AND PRACTICE 
Forms. Edited by Wiitsam Bowsteap, Barrister-at - Law, 
assisted by Monracue R. Emanuet, M.A., D.C.L., Barrister- 
at Law. In Two Votumes. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 


Stevens & Sons (Limited). 50s. net. ‘ 

A collection of precedents which professes to exclude conveyancing, 
company, local government and practice forms, leaves the reader in 
a state of curiosity as to what it does include ; especially as it runs 
ta two thick volumes. In the preface we are told that the practitioner 
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will, with the present work, have at hand all the forms and pre- 
eedénts, exclusive of practice forms, he is likely to require. For 
practice forms we can go, of course, on the equity side to Daniels 
and Seton, and on the common law side to Chitty’s Archbold. So 
that, on the face of things, the present volumes should pick up what 
is left over from the above-mentioned works. Some, however, of the 
forms included seem to be conveyancing forms ; such, for instance, 
as the bill of sale (p. 311); the various mortgage forms, including the 
mortgage of a reversionary interest in a fund in court (p. 872); the 
releases (pp. 1329 ef sey.) ; and separation deeds (pp. 1339 et seq.). 
And of those precedents which are to be found in the usual books 
many run on in the old inconvenient form without any division 
into paragraphs—a system of drafting which no self-respecting 
conveyancer adopts at the present day except for quite short 
instruments, and very rarely then. And, in general, there are no 
references to authorities, so as to explain or justify particular 
clauses. Thus in the form of a bill of sale just referred to—a most 
technical document--the practitioner wants to be assured that each 
clause beyond the schedule form has been sanctioned by judicial 
authority, but he does not g+t that assurance here. 


The fact, however, that the compilers of this work have included 
more than was necessary does not substantially detract from the 
value of the work. The practitioner will find some things here which 
are done better elsewhere, but he can go elsewhere for them and 
leave the editors to make any suitable excision in the next edition. 
To give too much is hardly a fault. Setting the redundant matter 
aside, there isa mass of forms here which the practitioner would 
look for in vain in his other books ; and if he uses this as a complemen- 
tary work, as it is intended to be used, it will frequently help him 
over a difficulty. He will find, for instance, a useful series of forms 
relating to agricultural holdings, a series relating to arbitration and 
awards, to building societies, to compensation under the Lands 
Clauses Acts, to landlord and tenant, to patents (a very full head), 
to railways, and to rating. Under railways there are useful forms of 
agreement for working and construction, which, of course, are ex 
pressed in paragraph form; indeed, any other form would ke quite 
impracticable for these documents. Only experience can shew the 
actual value of a new work of this kind, but Mr. Bowstead seems to 
have spared no pains to fill up the gaps in the ordinary books, 


Books of the Week. 


Evidence.— Manual of the Law of Evidence for the Use of 
Students. By Srpney L. Purpsoy, M.A. (Cantab.), Barrister at-Law. 
Second Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 





78. 66 


Mental Deficiency.—The Law 
Defective. The Mental Deficiency Act, 1913, with Introduction, 
Notes, &c. By Hersert Davey, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition, 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 10s. 


Relating to the Mentally 


Deeds of Arrangement.--Lawrance’s Deeds of Arrange- 
ment and Statutory Compositions and Schemes. With Precedents 
Kighth Edition. Embodying the Rules of 1914. By Sypney 
Epw - WirwtAms, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
78. Od, 








Correspondence. 


Undeveloped Land Duty and Charities. 
[7 the Kditor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—Your correspondent in to day’s issue is amply justified in 
alluding to section 37 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, as a 
delusion and a snare. A charity, to the trustees of which I happen 
to be steward, comprises, among other endowments, certain leasehold 
properties of which the trustees are the freeholders. Upon one of 
the leases falling in some time ago, a claim was made by the 
authorities for reversion duty under section 13 of the Act. I wrote 
the Land Union to escertain their views, calling their attention to 
the apparent exemption conferred by section 37, and the opinion of 
the union’s legal committee was that the section did not apply, for 
the reasons stated by the authorities in reply to your correspondent. 
The exemption from reversion duty seems to be not only valueless 
but meaningless where a charity is the lessor, and where a charity is 
lessee, the exemption, if it applies, can be of little value to the 
charity, as the duty is recoverable from the lessor. In view of the 
restricted meaning which attaches to the provisions of section 37, 
the exemption, in the case of undeveloped land duty, is of little more 
value. Eustacr G, Bownay. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK, 
Court of Appeal. 


SHELDON vr. NEEDHAM. No.1. 15th June. 

Accipent ARISING OUT OF EMPLOYMENT 
Cuarwoman Insvrep py Fatt ms orHe Street—No Specran Risk 
INCIDENTAL TO EMPLOYMENT—WORKMEN’'S COMPENSATION ACT, 190¢ 
(6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1). “ 

A charwoman employed reqularly on every Friday was asked hy | 


WorRKMEN’S CoMPENSATION— 


employers to assist in house-work, giving auch time as she could spare, 


every morning and ¢ rening, fora fortnight. On one of these days (1 

a Friday she was sent out to post a letter, and while going a short 

distance to the nost office slipped on a banana skin and broke her antl 
Held, thas the accident did not arise out of the employment. 
Dictum of Cozens-Hardy, M.R., in McDonald rv. Owners of Steam 

ship Banana (1908, 2 K. /2., 926) explained, 


Appeal by the employer from an award of the county court jud 
at Leek, Staffordshire. The applicant was a charwoman, and had be 
engaged to come to the respondent’s house every Friday for some fiv: 
or six years past for a full day’s work. 
come every day for a fertnight for an hour or two in the morning, and 
again in the evening, to assist the regular servants. On one of thes: 
days in this fortnight, which was not a Friday, she was sent out t 
post a letter at the post office, which was distant about 150 yards, an: 
while so doing slipped on a piece of banana skin on the pavement ani 
fell, breaking her ankle. The county court judge held, in reliance « 
Pierce v. Provident Clothing Society (1911, 1 K. B. 997), that th 
accident arose out of her employment, and that such employment wa 
not casual within the meaning of the Act. The employer appealed 
The point as to casual employment was not argued, 

THe Court allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that it was contended that, as the char 
woman was doing what she had been told to do, the accident was on 
arising out of and in the course of the employment. It was clear that 
the accident arose in the course of the employment, but it was well 
settled that it was not enough to say that it would not have happened 
but for the employment. The risk incurred must be one specially 
incidental to the employment—a risk greater than the ordinary person 
was subject to. That was the principle of Warner v. Couchman (1912. 
A. C. 35), the case where a baker complained of injury by frost-bite 
while delivering bread on a cold day in Kent, and of Mitchinson \ 
Day Bros. (1913, 1 K. B. 603), where a carter was assaulted violently 
by a drunken man in the course of his employment, and killed. Th 
court there held that the risk of such an assault was not one incidental 
to the employment. On the otker hand, in the somewhat similar recent 
case of Weekes vy. W. Stead & Co. (ante, p. 633) the court held the 
employer was liable, because it was found that the foreman in that 
case, who was assaulted and killed, was specially subject to the risk of 
assault from a rough class of men. It was said, however, that there 
were authorities to the contrary, and a dictum by his lordship in 
UecDonald v.. Owners of Steamshin Banana (1908, 2 K. B. 926) had 
been cited to that effect. The real point there was whether the accide:t 
arose in the course of the employment, and his lordship, in giving judy 
ment, had then said: ‘ To give an illustration which possibly appeals 
to most of us, if I send my servant with a letter to a friend, and he 
is knocked down by a motor-omnibus on his way to or from my friend’s 
house, I should be liable. If, however, he, having a night off, goes 
out. . - for his own amusement, and meets with an accident at 
the same spot, I take it that I should not be liable.’’ The passage 
cited was not intended to bear the sense counsel put upon it, that an 
accident to a servant when taking a letter to a friend’s house arose out 
f the employment, and if it did bear that sense it was far too wide 
He had no intention of laying down any such principle. In Pierce \ 
Provident Clothing Co. (1911, 1 K. B. 997) the accident happened to a 
auvasser who rode his bicycle a great deal in town in the course of 
his work. and who from the nature of his employment was exposed to 
the special risk of street accident far more than any member of the 
veneral public. The case was covered by authority in that court av:| 
the House of Lords, and the appeal would be allowed, with costs. 

Swinren Eapy and Pickrorp, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect. —Counset, A. B. Whitfield; B.C. Burgis. Soricrtors, Rawls 
Johnstone, d& Co., for Challinors & Shaw. Leek; Crowders, Vizard 
& Co., for H. C. Lings, Manchester. 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewts, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MASH v. DARLEY. No. 2. 10th June. 
BAasTARDY—CORROBORATION—-MopE OF PRoor—CoNvICTION—-EVIDENCE 

Act, 1851 (14 & 15 Vier. c. 99), s. 13—Bastanpy Laws AMENDMENT 

Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 65), s. 4. 

{ summons under the Bastardy Laws Amendment Act, 1872, was 
taken out by the respondent against the appellant, alleging that lie was 
the futher of her illegitimate child. The magistrates made an order 
against the appellant for maintenance, The only evidence to corroborat 
the evidence of the respondent, as required by section 4 of the Act of 
1872, was that of a police superintendent, who deposed that he wes 
present when the appellant was indicted at the assizes for having had 
unlawful connection with the respondent, then under sixteen, and that 
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Semble, that in bastardy proceedings the conviction of the appellant 
of having had carnal knowledge during the period in question is not 
suficient corroboration to satisfy section 4,and the conviction must 
be proved by a certified copy under section 13 of the Evidence Act. of 
1851; it ts insufficient for it to be proved by the evidence of a person 
who was wresent when it took place. 

But held, that the conduct of the appellant during the proceedings 
wu corroborative ¢ vidence. 

Decision of Divisional Court (58 Soricrrors’ JournaL, 49; 1914, } 
K. B. 1) affirmed on the latte, ground, 


Appeal from the decision of a Divisional Court (Ridley, Scrutton, and 

Bailhache, JJ.) (reported ante, p. 49; 1914, 1 K. B. 1), on a case stated 
by the Oundle justices. The respondent took out a summons under the 
Bastardy Laws Amendment Act, 1872, against the appellant, alleging 
that he was the father of her illegitimate child, born on the 26th of 
November, 1912. The magistrates Made an order for the payment of 
4s. a week for its maintenance. The sole evidence of corroboration as 
required by section 4 of the Act was given by « superintendent of 
police, who stated that he was present at the Northampton Assizes, on 
the 18th of October, 1912, when the complainant was convicted of 
having had unlawful connection with the respondent on the 22nd of 
March, 1912, and. other occasions within six months last past, the 
respondent then being between the age of thirteen and sixteen. It 
was contended on behalf of the appellant that the superintendent’s 
evidence was only hearsay evidence of the opinion of twelve jurymen, 
and that, in any case, the proper way to prove the conviction was by 
a certified copy under section 13 of the Evidence Act, 1851, and 
richardson v. Willis (L. RB. 8 Ex. 69) and #. v. Bourden (2 C. & 
K. 366) were cited. The Divisional Court held that evidence of the 
conviction was admissible : that the conviction was sufficiently proved ; 
and that the evidence was corroboration of the complainant’s evidence 
in a material particular as required by the statute. 

Bucktey, L.J., in giving judgment, said the sole point before the 
court was whether there was any evidence of corroboration which could 
properly satisfy the justices. Now they stated that they admitted the 
evidence of the police superintendent as sufficient proof of conviction. 
Objection was taken to this evidence as being hearsay, and alterna- 
tively that the conviction should be proved by a certified copy under 
section 13 of the Act of 1851. Even counsel for the respondent would 
not go so far as to say that it was properly proved by the evidence, 
although he submitted that it was sufficient to satisfy section 4 of the 
of 1872. He would, therefore, not rely on that ground, but would 
rely on two matters—namely, that the police superintendent gave 
evidence to the effect that he was present at the hearing before the 
justices, and the appellant gave evidence which suggested that the 
respondent was a fast girl, and that that was the reason of her then 
condition, and, further, that he was in court during the trial of the 
appellant at the assizes; byt no suggestion was made by the defence 
that the respondent was a fast girl, nor did the appellant repeat the 
evidence on this point that he gave before the justices. As regards the 
conduct of the defendant, he did not think it was possible to find any 
stronger corroborative evidence than that, and the question was whether 
the justices could take that into account in reference to the proceed- 
ings before them. The police superintendent’s evidence established 
that the suggestion as to the character of this girl the appellant had 
made he had not repeated at the assizes; whether that was evidence of 
corroboration was a question which the justices had to determine. It 
seemed to his lordship that the decision they had come to was right. 
The defendant had so conducted himself that it was to be presumed 
that the girl’s story was true. The justices had come to a correct 
determination in the matter, and the appeal failed. 

Kennepy, L.J., although concurring, thought that the case was ex- 
ceedingly unsatisfactory. 

Puittrmmore, L.J.. agreed in the appeal being dismissed. Order 
accordingly.—CowunseL, for the appellant, Hernard Campion; for the 
respondent. Barrington-Ward. Soxicrrors, Samuel Price & Son, for 
Darnell & Price, Northampton; Kingsford, Dorman & Co., for Simp- 
son & Mason, Higham Ferrers. 


[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re HARRIS. DAVIS v. HARRIS AND OTHERS. Sargant, J. 
27th May ; 16th June. 


Executors’ Ricut oF RerTaAInNER—ADMINISTRATION or AsseTs—DeEstT 
ARISING FROM BREACH OF TrRusT By TesTATOR—PRIVITY OF ONE OF 
THE Execytors—ANOTHER ExecutoR APPOINTED TRUSTEE AFTER 
Testator’s DeatH—Spectatty Dests—THe ADMINISTRATION OF 
Estates Act (HinpE Patmer’s Act), 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46). 
The executors’ riaht of retainer has been enlarged by Hinde Palmer's 

Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46). 

Opinion, but not decision, of Neville, J., in Re Jennes (53 Sorictrors’ 
JouRNAL, 376) followed on this point. 

This was an originating summons which raised the question whether 
the plaintiff and the defendant, S. E. Harris. who were the executors 
of the testator, were entitled to retain out of his estate the sum of 
£348 15s. 2d. in respect of a breach of trust committed by the testator 
and 8S. E. Harris, who were the trustees of a settlement dated the 23rd 
of October, 1876, in making an unauthorized investment upon leasehold 





re 


retainer for this purpose, whether they could exercise it against 
specialty creditors. The testator had died on the 28th of February, 
1911, after the breach of trust, but before any liability in respect of it 
had been established. The plaintiff was appointed a trustee of the 
settlement in the place of the testator, and to act jointly with 8. E. 
Harris, on the 4th of November, 1911. It was contended on behalf of 
the other defendant that Harris could not retain because he was a 
joint tort-feasor with the testator, and that the plaintiff could not retain 
because he was only appointed trustee of the settlement after the 
death of the testator, and by virtue of such appointment only now 
became the assignee of the equitable claim which was sought to be set 
up. . 
Sarcant, J., in his written judgment, said there were two excep- 
tional circumstances with regard to the right of retainer sought to be 
set up in this case. They were : (1) That the defendant, S. E. Harris, 
was a joint wrongdoer with the testator, and (2) that it was only after 
the testator’s death that the plaintiff was appointed a trustee of the 
settlement and became an assignee of the equitable claim question. 
As regarded the defendant, S. E. Harris, his lordship was of opinion 
that he had no right of retainer under the circumstances, and that the 
beneficiaries had no higher right through him; but, as recarded the 
plaintiff, he came to the conclusion, on the authority of fe Barrett, 
Whitaker v. Barrett (1889, 43 Ch. D. 70), that the right of retainer was 
exercisable under the circumstances by the plaintiff. A further ques 
tion then arcse whether the executor’s right of retainer was exercisable 
against specialty creditors or against simple contract creditors only. 
It had been repeatedly held in courts of first instance that Hinde 
Palmer’s Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46), though putting simple 
contract creditors and specialty creditors on one footing in administra 
tion, could not have been intended and had not in fact operated to 
enlarge the right of retainer of legal personal representatives, and had 
the matter rested in the position in which it stood some ten years back, 
it would probably have been necessary simply to follow those previous 
decisions; but the decision of the Court of Appeal in He Sampson, 
Robins v. Alexander (1906, 2 Ch. 584), though only dealing in terms 
with the executor’s right of preference and expressly reserving the right 
of retainer, indicated, as was clearly pointed out by Neville, J., in Re 
Jennes (53 Soricrrors’ Jovurnat, 376), that the executor’s right of 
retainer must also have been enlarged by the Act. It was true that 
Neville, J., thought it safer to follow the earlier decisions, but since 
then there had been a judgment of the Irish Courts in Olpherts v. 
Croyton (1913, 1 I. R. 211) entirely approving and following the opinion 
of Neville, J., in favour of enlarging the executor’s right of retainer ; 
and on the whole his lordship.thought the time had come when even in 
courts of first instance it was proper to deal with the matter on prin- 
ciple, and to hold that the necessary, though unexpected, result of 
Hinde Palmer's Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 46), had been to enlarge the 
executor’s right of retainer in respect of a simple contract debt by 
enlarging the class of debts with which that det competes and over 
which it may accordingly be given a preference. He accordingly made 
a declaration that the executors of the testator were entitled to retain 
out of legal assets to answer the debt of £348 15s, 2d., both as against 
simple contract creditors and as against specialty creditors.—CoUNSEL, 
Johnston Edwards, Owen Thompson and J. Tyrrell; P. Lloyd- 
Greame. Souicrtors, H. G. Kenyon, for Reece, Harris, &W ard, Bir- 
mingham; Verrimans & Thirlby, for G. Pearsall Locker, 3irmingham ; 
Timbrell d: Deighton, for Shakesneare d& Vernon, Birmingham ; Field, 
Roscoe. & Co., for Pinsent & Sons, Birmingham. 


[Reported by ». M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY v. LIVERPOOL CORPOR- 
ATION. . 28th and 30th Aprils 4th and 26th May. 


Ratinc—Generat Rate Unper Locan Act—PArtiaAL EXEMPTION OF 
Lanp Usep as Ramway—Liverroot Corporation Act, 1893 (56 & 
57 Vict. c. CLxxx1.), s. 56 
Held, that the expression ‘‘land used as a railway”? included not 

merely the land upon which the rails were laid, but loading platforms 

and machinery, including cranes, which were necessarily used by the 

railway company as adjuncts to their undertaking. Sip f 
Decision of Court of Appeal (Joyce, J., dissenting) (57 SoLicrtors 

Journat, 557; 1913, 3 K. B. 247, 11 L. G. BR. 932) reversed, 

South Wales Railway v. Swansea Local Board (24 L. J. M. C. 3, 4 
EB. & B. 189) followed. 

Appeal by the railway company from a decision of the Court of 
Appeal (Vaughan Williams and Kennedy, L.JJ., Joyce, J., _dix- 
sentiente) (57 SOLIcirors’ JourNaL, 557; 1913, 3 K. B. 247, 11 L. G. R. 
932). The appeal related to a general rate made by the respondents 
for the city of Liverpool and to the question in respect of what parts 
of certain premises the appellants should be rated to the said rate at 
one-fourth part only of the net annual (or rateable) value of such 
parts as being land used only ‘‘as a railway made under the powers 
of any Act of Parliament for public conveyance. The question 
turned upon section 36 of the Liverpool Corporation Act, 1893, which 
was substantially identical with section 211 of the Public Health Act, 
1875. The Recorder of Liverpool stated a case in which ten items 








security, and further, if they were entitled to exercise a right of 


were included in the disputed rate upon the North Docks Station, and 
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nine in that upon t (ireat Howard-street Station. Both these goods 
stations were situated at a lower level than the main lines. with which 
they were connected b » inelined line of rails, down which wagons 
ran and also by wa up which wagons were always taken to 


hoists, 


the higher level Che items in dispute consisted (4) of a rroup of 
platforms—platforms arranged in bays, cattle platforms, or mounds 
alongside a particular line, and loading ways for carts adjacent to 
railway lines or goods platforms; (6) of roofs over some of these 
platforms, or parts of them; (¢) of hoists, houses and cranes; and (d) 
of approach roads The recorder held that as to each of these items 


the railway should have been rated at one-fourth only of the net annual 


value. The Divisional Court took the opposite view. The Court of 


Appeal (Joyce, J., dissenting) held that the expression ‘‘ land used 
as a railway ”’ was not confined to so much only of the land on which 
traffic was conveyed from point to point, and that the partial exemption 
applied to sidings, turntables and land thereunder, and to _ hoist- 
houses and land thereunder, capstans and their machinery, but did 
not include cranes. The railway company appealed, and there was a 
cross appeal by the mrporation, 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration 

Lord DuNEDIN, in giving judgment, said the appellants admitted that 


buildings were not entitled to any exemption. They also, in the argu- 


ment at their lordships’ bar, abandoned their contention that approach 
roads came within the proviso. The respondents in the case of the 
North Dock Station admitted that the exemption applied to No. l 
sidings and turntable i concession which they did not give as, re 
garded the Howard-street Station. In respect to all -other items, the 
parties were at controversy. The case of South Wales Railway v. 
Swansea Local Board of Health (1854, E. & B. 189, 24 L. J. M. C. 
30) shewed that a railway did not mean merely the ground covered 
by rails, but also the ground at the side of the rails, and that the 
term did not include railway buildings Therefore the exemption 
covered also whatever ground was used in connection with the rails 
during their use as a means of conveyance. Buildings such as waiting- 
rooms and goods stores, which were not necessary adjuncts of con- 


used by the railway company in their busi- 
within the exemption. He agreed with 
uuld be, therefore, a declaration that the appellants 
(2) 


veyan e, but were mere A) 
ness a8 carriers, were not 
Joyce, J. There w 
were entitled to exemption in respect of (1) sidings and turntables ; 


for 


mounds 


loading platforms (a) goods and (b) cattle; (3) loading 
ways or roads; (4) hoist houses, capstans, and cranes, 

Lord ATKINSON thought that the test was whether the occupation of 
the land for which partial exemption was sought was of such a kind 


as to dérive benefit from the and if no benefit accrued 
the partial exemptii ipplied 

Lords SUMNER and PAarMoor read judgments to the same effect, and 
Lord SHaw concurred.—Counser, Balfour Browne, K.C., and Page, 
K.C. (Greer and Konstam with them), for the railway company ; Les/iv 
Scott, K.C., and Pyde, K.C. (Wooll with them), for the Corporation. 


Soricrrors. for the railway company, Woodcock, Ryland & Parker, for 


rates or not, 


A. de ©. Parmiter, Manchester; for the Corporation, FP. Venn d& Co., 
for L. R. Pickmere, Liverpool 
[Report by Erskine Rein Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
‘‘THE AMERIKA,” No, 2. 18th and 27th May. 


Surp—Co.iiston—DaMaces—ReEFeRENCE—VALvE oF SuHrIp FIxep sy 
REGISTRAR— JURISDICTION OF CouRT ON Motion TO Review AmountT— 
Loss or Lire—SInk1nG or Kina’s SHip—Drowninc or Crew—Ciam 
To Recover as Damaces Pensions PayaBie To RELATIVES. 

In a reference the assistant registrar and merchants had found (1) 
that the value of the hull and machinery of a submarine which was 
sunk with all hands by collision with a liner was £26,500, and (2) 
that a sum of £5,140, being the capitalized amount of Pensions and 


grants paid or payable to the relatives of the men drowned by the 
Admiralty, was not coverable as an item of damage, and accordingly 
ordered that item of claim to be struck out. 


Evans, P., held that the 
should he reduced 


appeal by the Crown 


On an ay peal hy th liner, 
value of the hull and me hinery of the submarine 
from £26,500 to £23.850, wnd dismissed the 
against the order of the registrar and merchants disallowing the claim 
for pensions The Admin lty appealed 

Held, that there wae n 
could decide in this 
for the hull and m 
the court of 
tion, there 


owners of the 


CTORS 


evidence before the President on which he 
re that £26,500 was not a proper sum to award 
hine ry, and semble, éven if there were evidenr e, 
and merchants be ing a court of original jurisdic- 
jurisdiction to 


ve gist “er 
was no 5 rary an award ona 
amount Accordingly the award of £26,500 must atand. 

Held, further, that by reason of the rule laid down by Lord Ellen- 
borough in Baker Bolton (1808, 1 Camp. 493), that apart from statute, 
damages could not be recovered for negligence causing the death of a 
human h ing, the claim ob the {dmiralty had properly he en struck out. 

Decision of Evans, P OT. L R. 218) varied. ’ 

Appeal by the Admiralty from a judgment of Evans, P., on a motion 
to vary the report of the assistant registrar on a reference arising out 
of the loss of submarine B. 2, which was sunk, with sixteen hands. by 
the Hamburgh-Amerika liner Amerika off Dover, on the early morning 
of the 4th of October, 1912. The Admiralty claimed £41,050, and the 
assistant registrar and merchants allowed £28,024, the chief sums dis 


question of 








allowed being in respect of the value of the hull and machinery of the 
B. 2, for which £35,000 was claimed and £26,500 allowed; and the 
sum of £5,140, being the capitalized amount of pensions and grants 
paid or payable by the plaintiffs to the relatives of the crew who were 
drowned, which was disallowed entirely on the ground that the loss was 
not a consequence of the collision, but of the contract of service under 
which the men were serving. On a motion to vary the report, the 
President reduced the amount payable by the defendants for hull and 
machinery from £26,500 to £23,850, but affirmed the decision of the 
assistant registrar that the claim for pensions and grants could not be 
maintained. The Admiralty appealed on both points. The question 
whether the President had evidence befoye him on which he couid 
properly hold that the sum awarded for the hull and machinery was 
an improper amount was first argued. 

Tue Court (Bucktey and Kennepy, L.JJ., and Scrutton, J.) gave 
an immediate judgment allowing the appeal. on the ground that 
there was no evidence before the court on which it could be held that 
the amount arrived at was an improper amount. The court intimated, 
but expressly refrained from deciding, that there was no jurisdiction 
to vary a finding of amount in a registrar’s report. 

The defendants’ liability for pensions and grants was then argued, 
and judgment reserved. 

Buckiex, L.J.—The question is whether the Lords of the Admiralty 
can recover against The Amerika, as forming part of their damages for 
negligence by the latter in collision, the capitalized amount of pensions 
and grants paid or payable by the Admiralty to the relatives of the 
crew who were drowned. Lord Ellenborough’s ruling in Baker v. 
Bolton (1 Camp. 493) that ‘‘ in a civil court the death of a human being 
could not be complained of as an injury’’ must, notwithstanding the 
great weight of Bramwell, B.’s, minority judgment in Osborn v. Gillett 
(L. R. 8 Ex. 88) be regarded as binding upon us. It has been so 
treated in previous decisions in this court. In Clark v. London Genera 
Omnibus Co. (1906, 2 K. B. 648) the Court of Appeal approved 
Oshorn v. Gillett, and in Jackson vy. Watson & Sans (1909, 2 K. B. 
193) treated Osborn v. Gillett and Clark v. London General Omnibus 
governing them, ‘‘so that it is not open to us, even if we 
thought the ruling in Baker v. Bolton wrong, to differ from it.”’ In 
this court we are, I think, bound by authority to say that even if the 
appellants have suffered pecuniary damage flowing from the deaths 
caused by the negligence of the respondents, that damage is not recover- 
able, for the deaths of the men by drowning *‘ cannot in a civil court 
be complained of as an injury.’’ ‘‘ The killing of the deceased per se 
gives no right of action,’’ per Bowen, L.J., in The Vera Cruz (9 P. D. 
96, 101). Sir Frederick Pollock in his Law of Torts (9th ed., pp. 65, 66), 
while advancing cogent reasons for attacking Lord Ellenborough’s ruling, 
concludes with a hope that, while the question is not open in the Court 
of Appeal, the House of Lords may some day consider it with greater 
freedom, and Beven on Negligence (3rd ed., vol. 1, p. 182) treats the 
matter as set at rest by the decision in Clark v. London General 
Omnibus Co. A second question argued was whether, inasmuch 
as the payments to the surviving dependents of the deceased are not 
legally demandable, the Crown can recover payments made not in 
satisfaction of liability. Upon this question I express no opinion. Ff 
think it inexpedient to express an opinion upon a point which does not 
arise for decision. The appeal as to hull and machinery must be dis- 
missed. The appeal as to the claim for pensions paid has been already 
allowed. There should, I think, be no costs of the appeal. 

Kennepy, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect. 

Scrutton, J., also read a judgment, and after agreeing that the court 
was bound by authority to disallow damages at common law for the 
death of a human being, however doubtful these might be in prin 
ciple, he said : It becomes unnecessary, therefore, finally to determine 
the other objection—namely, that as these pensions are paid as of grace, 
not under legal obligation, they are not recoverable as damages. I am 
disposed to think that a payment which a plaintiff need not legally 
make, or continue to make, is too remote to be treated as a recoverable 
consequence of a tort. It follows, not from a legal obligation to pay, 
but from the determination of the plaintiff to pay as an act of grace. 
Voluntary subscriptions to hospitals are never claimed or recovered in 
accident cases. It is said that medical expenses and expenses of holidays 
in accident cases need not legally be incurred, and yet are recovered. 
These appear to me to follow as consequences of the legal obligation 
to minimise damages, if you claim them; and the resort to medical 
skill or a holiday to repair damage and restore health is a legal duty 
to minimise the damage the plaintiff claims, though its expense must be 
borne by the wrongdoer. But I regard the point as of some difficulty, 
and do not think it necessary to express a final opinion on it.—Counset, 
for the Admiralty, The Attorney-General (Sir J. Simon, K.C.), Laing, 
K.C., and C. R. Dunlop; for the defendants, Aspinall, K.C., Bateson, 
Aes and A. Pritchard, Soricrrors, The Treasury Solicitor ; Pritchard 
d- Sons. 


('o. as 


[Reported by Ersxrnz Rerp. Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


FRANCIS, DAY & HUNTER v, FELDMAN & CO. Neville, J. 
28th May. 

CopyrRicgHT—LITERARY Worx—Sonc—PvesticaTion ABROAD—WHAT 
AMOUNTs TO PuBLICATION—WHEN First PvsiisHep—Issve or Copies 
TO THE PuBLic—CoLouraBLe IMITATION—INFRINGEMENT—INJUNCTION 
Copyricut Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Gro. 5, c. 46). s. 1, suB-secTIon 3; 

8. 2 AND s. 35, suB-sEcrIoN 3. 
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Twelve copies of a song composed by an American who assigned 
his copyright in it to a firm in New York were sent by the said firm 
to the plaintiffs in England with instructions to copyright the song in 
the United Kingdom ona particular day, namely, the 5th of May, 1913, 
the same day on which the song was being published simultaneously in 
New York and in Canada, and the glaintiffs forthwith sent one copy to 
the British Museum and filed one in their office, and sent four others 
to the agent for the University Libraries, and exposed the remaining 
siz for sale in their retail department. = 

Held that the song had been published in the United Kingdom on the 
5th of May, 1913, and that there was an issue of the work to the public 
on that date within the meaning of section 1, sub-section 3, and section 


35, sub-section 3, of the Copyright Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 46). 


This was an action in which the plaintiffs claimed that the defendants 
had infringed their copyright in a popular music-hall song, commencing 
**You made me love you, I didn’t want to do it,” by the publication 
of a reply song, commencing ‘‘ You-didn’t want to do it, but you did.” 
The plaintiffs claimed to be the owners of the copyright in the first 
song, and asked the court for an injunction and consequential relief. 
The defendants denied the infringement, and alleged that the plaintiffs’ 
song had not been published in any part of His Majesty’s Dominions 
to which the Copyright Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 46), applied, and 
that consequently there was no copyright in the song. The facts were 
that the plaintiffs’ song, which had been composed by an American, who 
had sold the copyright in it to a firm in New York, had been published 
in New York-and Canada simultaneously on a particular day, and the 
New York firm had sent twelve copies of it before that particular day 
to the plaintiffs, with instructions to copyright the song in the United 
Kingdom on that particular day, which was the 5th of May, 1913, and 
the plaintiffs, in accordance with those instructions, had forthwith sent 
one copy to the British Museum and four copies to the agent for the 
University Libraries, and filed one in their office and exposed the 
remaining six for sale on the counter of their retail department. They 
had not advertised the song, and there was no immediate demand for 
it. But in the following August. when the song was first sung in the 
United Kingdom at the Chiswick Empire, it was a great success, and 
the plaintiffs then acquired from the New York firm the copyright in 
the song for the United Kingdom, and had made large sales of it since. 
The defendants’ song was based on the words of the plaintiffs’ song, 
but counsel for the defendants contended that there had been no issue 
of the plaintiffs’ song to the public within the meaning of section 1, sub- 
section 3, and section 35, sub-section 3, of the Copyright Act, 1911 (1 & 
2 Geo. 5, c. 46); what was done on the 5th of May, 1913, being merely a 
colourable publication, not intended to satisfy the requirements of the 
public and not sufficient-to satisfy the statute. 

Nevittp, J., after stating the facts, said : I hold that the plaintiffs’ 
song was published on the 5th of May, 1913, within the meaning of the 
provisions of the Copyright Act, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 46), and that 
the defendants’ song is based on a colourable imitation of the words of 
the plaintiffs’ song. I therefore grant the injunction and the usual 
inquiry as to damages.—Counset, Jenkins, K.C.. and F. J. Mae- 
qillivtay; Peterson, K.C., and D. M. Kerly. Sortcrrors, Philip J. 
Rutland ; Strong & Bolden. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PUMFORD v. W. BUTLER & CO. (LIM.). Joyce, J, 
7th, 13th, 14th, and 21st May. 


Setrcep Lanp—Lrask—Licensep PRemMiIsES—LEeASE By TENANT FOR 
Lire—ComPpENSATION LEvVY—COVENANT BY LESSEE TO Pay RENT WITH- 
out Depuction—-INvaLIp CoveNANt—Best Rent—Lease INVALID AS 
AGAINST REMAINDERMEN—SETTLED LANp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 VicT. c. 
38), s. 5—Licenstne Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, c. 23), s. 3 (3)—Licensine 
Act, 1910 (10 Ep. 7 anp 1 Geo. 5, c. 24), s. 21 (3). 


A tenant for life of licensed premises granted a lease of the premises 
to a brewery company for a term of years, the lessees covenanting to pay 
the rent reserved without any deduction in respect of payments to the 
compensation fund imposed under the Licensing Acts, 1904 and 1910, a 
proportion of which payment may, under section 3 (3) of the Licensing 
Act, 1904, and section 21 of the Licensing Act, 1910, be deducted from 
the rent, notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary. 

Held, that the covenant to pay the rent without deduction being 
invalid, the lease, the inducement for which was the invalid covenant, 
was not a valid lease under the Settled Land Act so as to be binding 
upon the remaindermen. 


A testator by his will, dated the 10th of September, 1892, devised 
certain licensed premises, known as the Park Inn, Heath Town, Staffs, 
to his wife for life, and after her death to W. J. Smith for life, with re- 
mainder to the children of Smith. The testator died on the 6th of Decem- 
ber, 1893. By an indenture of lease, dated the 6th of May, 1902, the 
testator’s widow, as tenant for life, under the powers of the Settled 
Land Act, demised the Park Inn to the defendant company for a term 
of fourteen years, at a yearly rent of £150, the lessees covenanting 
to pay and discharge all rates, taxes, assessments, and charges, whether 
Parliamentary, parochial, or of any other kind, which were then or 
during the said term should be imposed or charged, or be payable in 
respect of the said premises, or the landlord or tenant in réspect 
thereof, except landlord’s property tax. The widow died on the 4th of 
November, 1802. In 1904 the Licensing Act, 1904, was passed, which 
enacted that certain charges should be made upon licensed premises in 
respect of the compensation fund, and section 3 (3) provided that a 
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proportion of such charges might be deducted by the tenant from the 
rent, notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary made by the 
licence-holder who paid the charge. In 1905 a charge of £20 was im- 
posed on the Park Inn, in respect of which the defendant company 
deducted £8 4s. from the rent. In October, 1906, Smith, who was an 
illiterate man, as tenant for life, under the powers of the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, granted a lease of the Park Inn to the defendant company 
for a term of twenty-one years, from the 29th of September, 1906, at a 
yearly rent of £150, the lessees covenanting to pay all rates, taxes, 
assessments, and charges, &c., including all payments to the compensa 
tion fund under the Licensing Act, 1904, which were or during the 
term should be imposed, charged on, or be payable in respect of the 
premises without making any deduction from the rent in respect thereof. 
From October, 1906, the defendant company paid the charges imposed 
under section 3 of the Licensing Act, 1904, and section 21 of the Licens- 
ing (Consolidation) Act, 1910, which re-enacted the provisions of the 
earlier Act, without making any deduction from the rent. The plain 
tiffs, the remaindermen, brought this action, claiming a declaration that 
the lease granted by Smith to the defendant company was void as 
against them, on the ground that the tenant for life had not received 
the best rent that could reasonably have been obtained, as required by 
the provisions of the Settled Land Act, 1882. It was contended thai 
the consideration for the grant of the lease on these terms was the 
covenant by the lessee to pay the compensation levy without any deduc 
tion from the rent, which was an invalid covenant, incapable of enforco- 
ment by reason of section 21 (3) of the Consolidation Act, 1910. 

Joyce, J., stated the facts, and continued : Is the lease good or bad, 
by which I mean is it such a lease as is authorised under the provisions 
of the Settled Land Act, and thereby made binding upon the remainder 
men, because that is the material question in this action. [His lord- 
ship read the material provisions of the Settled Land Act, 1882.] The 
requirements of the Act being such, there is in this lease a provision 
as to rent; the reservation of the rent is admittedly invalid and not 
enforceable, and such as the law does not permit to be validly made. I 
think a lease under the Act must be a valid lease, and that there must 
be a valid reservation of the rent. A lease upon terms not allowed 
by law or by statute, and therefore invalid, will not, in my opinion, 
satisfy the requirements of the Act, and the fact of the reservation of 
the rent being invalid is fatal to this lease, considered as a lease under 
the Act. It is said that the extra payment is not rent; technically. it 
may not be, but it is part of the consideration agreed to be paid for 
the use of the premises, and there is no enforceable obligation to pay 
the amount which the defendants promised to pay. That provision 
to pay the contribution was the sole inducement to the tenant for life 
to grant the extended lease at all. As to whether £150 was the 
best rent for the extended term, a great deal of evidence has heen 
called, which I do not think is really material. But the rent of £150, 
subject to the deduction, cannot be the best rent, as the lessees were 
willing and promised to pay more. In my opinion, it was not the best 
rent. Suppose there was under consideration between a tenant for 
life and a brewer the tenancy of a public-house for an annual payment 
of £160, and suppose this were carried out by a formal lease by deed 
at a rent of £150, with a contemporaneous promise, which was only 
verbal, to pay £10 more, that could not be enforced, because it would 
be a verbal contemporaneous variation of a formal deed. That would 
not be such a lease as is authorized by the Settled Land Act, because 
there would be no covenant for payment or reservation by deed of. the 
rent actually agreed on. Similar considerations apply to the present 
case, the only difference being that the covenant for payment of the 
extra amount is in words, but is by statute invalid and no better than 
waste paper. The result is, apart from the evidence, that this lease, the 
inducement for which was this invalid promise, is not, on the face of 
it. a valid lease under the Act so as to be binding upon those who take 
in remainder. Defendants to pay costs of action.—Counset, for the 
plaintiffs, Tomlin, K.C., and M. Beebee; for the defendants, Hughes, 
K.C., and F. 0. Langley. Soricrrors, Billing & Co., for A. A. 
Rollason, Birmingham ; Miller & Smiths, for Fowler, Langley & Wright, 
Wolverhampton. 








[Reported by R. CO. Canninetoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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which it might draw 


the inference whether the proceedings were civil or 

















~ li > ’ C criminal, but that case is no authority for Prat oan g¢ that the clerk cannot 
oO icitors ases., be committed unless the notice of motion is headed in his name. In 
the body of the notice of motion it asks for the committal of the clerk 
ROGERS v. METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF HOLBORN. as well as of the solicitor, and if I were to hold that the notice is 
C.A, No.1, 12th Jane. | . fective because it is not also headed in the clerk’s name I should be 
SOLICITOR RIGHT oO} AUDIENCE IN County Court WoRKMEN's | ving effect to a mere te hnicality without any authority for n y so 
COMPENSATION—MANAGING CLERK APPEARING FOR PartTy—SpecrsL » tm, I accordingly overrule the | preliminary objection. I may state 
Leave or Jupce—Consoutipatep WorKMEN’sS CompENSATION Ru-es, | that I am also of opinion that, if it had been necessary, I could have 
r. 35—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vic1 93). s. 72 ie oy iare, coemne ie sane of motion by edding = ni ne 
»f the clerk to the title under ord. r. 12. [Note.—On the hea: 
+. ze "s a f agin , m én ugh . 0 Aim 7 om on "©" ing of the motion itself an order was made for committal against the 
n tl ps 44 +} a gst bw ) te. at ah ‘ta The reas clerk, but not against the solicitor.}--Counset, Whitmore Richards 
an j ‘ ‘ i ] tii i 1Ou hi¢é Spe Cu eat 0 v¢ ‘ On f , oa , 
Vieit th a liked i “yy } oy +A - 4 xe : +] Alexander Grant, K.C., and = Rey BE. H. Coumbe. Soticrrors, 
( ( rith an ungquatifiec righ 0 ru ene 12 le Or ) on the , 
! ’ nqe f rig f audience eCtCOr OF Crowders, Vizards, Oldham, & ; Harnett & Co. 
re /, and for thas purpose there is no distinction between an arbitra 
tion d interlocutory proceedings [Reported by L. M. an Barrister-at-Law.] 
Any aul f m a decisior s Honour J ig Ul vr at Clerken ! 
County Court The applicant met with injury b: accident in the 
course of his employment, and was incapacitated for some months, ~ ; ; 
during which time the respondents made regular weekly payments. ocieties. 
The applicant having alleged that the payment as insufficient, and ° 
that he is entitled to te rpence more a week, mimenced pro eed Middle Temple. 
‘ 0 ( h é overs vho mntendes > ti ] I } 
PoP ae po l eka >= ended Gist te total The Treasurer and the Masters of the Bench entertained at di nner, 
sea. » By a- aie pplied to the court for an order that he | on the 18th inst., being the Grand day of the Trinity Term, the follow 
shu e l i ‘ s » n acl » ‘der oO a a 
rhs , particulal his then alleged incapacity. The order not | jng guests :—The Archbishop of Canterbury, the Marquess 
having been complied \ ith, proceedings were adjourned, and on their | Lansdowne, Lord Sydenham, Mr. F. E. Smith, the Attorney-General, 
being resumed the attention of the learned judge was called to the} Sir John Madden, Sir T. H. Elliot, Sir F. G. Kenyon, Sir Charles 
act that the gentleman representing the applicant was not the solicitor | Holroyd, Sir Josiah’ Symon, the Master, the Treasurer, Inner Temp! 
on the record (Mr. J Scott Duckers), but the latter's managing clerk, } \jy. H. E. Duke, K.C., M.P., Mr. G. Cave, K.C., M.P., Mr. A. 
in admitted solicitor who had, however, not taken out a practising | Latham. and the Reader. 
certificate for some vears His honour thereupon refused to hear him. 
rhe pplicant appealed i ‘ - 
l'ux Court dismissed the appeal The Union Society of London. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R I think it is « > clear there is a st ry inl . a — 
enatiiem on te wi , lt : ri . ‘ht rig , mere tl a . Che annual general meeting was held at 3, King’s Bench Waik, 
0 tL as { Ww oO sn i t ‘ ‘ ) i i ence > 1 *T wn ‘ 7 
envision thet 0] — . bens nay Been af , A roo oS Femple, on Wednesday, the 24th inst., at 8 p.m. The hon. secretary s 
provisio né he unty urt . av. ay speclé ircumstances ; “ . . 
listen to any person or allow 4. ereen to renee “= she ot “Tl >| report and the hon. treasurer’s statement of accounts were adopted. 
s oO any pers allow ; ers ~prese » parties. he . - “ 
learned judj Ae is applied to here = hear a1 ste rin wt a t a Votes of thanks were passed to the retiring officers and committee. 
+ hia dis sation ' i v or not to allox > ani a wii ti : ~ a Votes of thanks were passed for the use of Lincoln’s Inn Hall and 
< t 0 allo ) Ot to ) tne ap Ck on. oO as s : 
} ' m4, ber 9g - Lecture Room B. ; to the treasurers and masters of the bench of Lincoln's 
which L have no doubt were satisfactory he declined to allow it. It is 1, r : 
: ted tl ' . Inn and the Inner Temple. [The following gentlemen were elected 
suggested that it was his duty to allow this managing clerk, who was fiicer. President, Mr. Harry Geen; vice-president, Mr. J. H 
} . . omcers = eside > a ° ‘ 2eNi 5 “ p\ : we e 
not the solicitor on the record, to be heard. In my opinion there is no ‘ 4 sacuil Me Caches I . Pp M I ich Lemon : 
ground whatever for the application The distinction attempted to be Coram; hon. secre ary, Mr. oote ; 10Nn. treasurer, Mr. Leigh Lemon ; 
' committee, Mr. Willson, Mr. Kingham, Mr. Counsell, Mr. Gufford. 
drawn between an interlocutory and a final order in the county court : 
in workmen's compensation cases is quite hopeless, and ought not to be 
acceded to. 
Swinren Eapy and Pickrorp, L.JJ.,. concurred Counse., Horace Si V ] D ee 
Fenton 7. G Robertson SoLictrors, J. Scott Duckera: Buleraig ite a ue ecision. 
d Davi 
[Reported by H. Lanororp Lewis, Barricter-nt-Law.] Divestment of Heather and Walls on a Farm. 
Mr. J. M. Clark, an official referee under the Finance Act, 1910, has, 


Re MARKHAM CREMER LAW, a Solicitor practising under the style or 
firm of HARNETT & CO. Sargant, J. 22nd May. 


COMMITTAL NOTICE \M orion 
AMENDMENT 


PRACTICE ConTEMPT OF CouRT OF How 


IntiITULED—INCompLeteE T1ITLE—NAME OF STRANGER 

R.£.C., 1883, orp. 28, r. 12. 

It ia not necessary in the heading of a notice of motion to commit a 
solicitor and his clerk for contempt f court in interfering with the 


administration of justice at the heaving of certain proceedings hefore a 
in the matter of the clerk well as 


tazing-master to head the motion as 
the matter of the taxation 

The case of O'Shea O'Shea and Parnell (1890, 15 P. 
an authority flor the contrary pro position, 

Semble, that the court could give imenediate leare to amend the notice 
if nece aacrTy by adding the name of the clerk to the title under ord 28, 
12. 

This was an application by motion to commit a solicitor and his clerk 
for contempt of court, in interfering with the administration of justice 
at the hearing of certain proceedings before the taxing-master by pro- 
curing the arrest of a witness. The notice of motion which was served 
on the clerk was only headed in the matter of the taxation. It was 
subsequently amended by adding a heading in the matter of the clerk, 
but it was not reserved as amended on the clerk. At the hearing of the 
motion the preliminary objection was taken that no order could be made 
on the motion owing to the defective title, which should have been in 
the matter of the clerk as well as in the matter of the taxation. Coun- 
sel for the clerk contended that one of the persons sought to be com 
mitted was a stranger to the proceedings, and the motion was bad until 
had been added to the title. He referred to the Annual Prac 
that where an order to commit is sought 


m" 


D: 59) is not 


t 


Tr 


his name 


tice, which says, at p. 760, 

against a stranger to the case the notice of motion for such order should 
also be headed in the matter of the person to be committed. He 
referred to O'Shea v. O'Shea and Parnell (1890, 15 P. D.. at p- 63). 


Saraant, J.. after stating the facts, said : It was true that in 0’Shea 
v. O'Shea and Parnell (1890, 15 P. D. 59) the Court of Appeal did look 
at the heading of the notice of motion as one of the circumstances from 





PRINCE ALFXANDER OF TECK 
earnestly appeals for Subscriptions and Donations for 
The Middlesex Hospital, London, W. 





iven his decision in the appeal of Mr. Walter Morrison, 
a Yorkshire landowner, from the provisional valuation made by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, with regard to his property, Peny- 
ghent House Farm, Halton Gill, near Settle. The appeal involved the 
test question whether boundary walls are | uildings within the definition 
of the Act, and therefore should be divested in ascertaining site value. 

It was stated at the hearing in London in May that the boundary 
walls were eleven miles in extent, and were not merely dividing walls 
but were ne¢essary for sheltering sheep and cattle. The gross value was 
agreed at £7,660, and total value at £7,400, and the value of the 
sporting right at £2,100. The matter in dispute was the difference be 
tween gross value and the value of the fee simple of the land divested, 
which the Commissioners fixed at £950. The Act provides that to 
arrive at the full site value the land has to be divested of ‘‘ any build- 
ings and of any other structures . used in connection with any such 


says the 7'imes, g 


buildings, and of all growing timber, fruit trees, fruit bushes, and 
other things growing thereon.’ 
Mr. H. F. Dickens, K.C., for the appellant, said it was quite im 


possible that £950 would represent the difference attributable to the 
farm and buildings, and he contended that the heather was included in 


the other things growing thereon.”’ 

Mr. W. W. Kingdon, for the Commissioners, said the language of 
section 25 (2) was quite inconsistent with the underlying notion that 
everything had to be divested; and the term “ building’’ could not 


apply to these walls. 

The Referee has decided that the amount of the difference between 
gross value and the fee simple of the land divested, which the Commis 
sioners put at £950, was insufficient, and should be £6,460. In th 
figure the Referee has included (a) the grass and heather and all thi 

growing on the farm; and (6) the farmhouse and farm Suitlines. 
qeibbr “with the walls enclosing the garden and foldyard used in 
nection with the farmhouse and farm buildings respectively, and also 
the outlying buildings on the farm, consisting of a shooting hut and 
lambing shed, barn and cowshed on the part of the farm called Blish- 
mire; but he has excluded the dry stone walls which form the boundary 
fences of the farm, and the division fences of the farm, and the division 
fences between the various enclosures of the farm. The full site value, 
he has decided, should be £1,200 instead of £7,110, and the assessable 
site value £940 instead of £6,860, the value for agricultural purnoses 
instead of £5,700. 


Ss 
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heing £5,300 
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Trempir.—R. 
in Comn.on Law ; D 
A. H. Renton; L. Pillay, BAL idantab.) FR. 
R. F. Roxburgh, y j 


Phiilips ; 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following students of the 
Wednesday :— 


Inn.—C. E. Palmer, 


Camb., B.A. ; 


Pasley ; C. Mansel-Jones ; 


a E.—E. J. L. 
Prasad, B.A., Cai 
Oxtord; R. W. E. Knollys; 
a, B.A., LL.B., C 
Portman, B.A., Oxfo 
Brierley, B.A., Oxford ; 
B.A., Camb.; A. G. 


, Oxford; G. W. 


; H. C. Evans, B.A. 


Angus, B.A., 


B.A., Aberystwith ; 
Oxford; J. D. 


Schglar; F. T. 


.A.; C. Reis; F. H. 
. Edwards; R. N. Store; 
% H. Malone; C G. 
Taliat Varkey 


Barrister-at-Law, Lrish Bar. 


Gray's Inn.—A. 
Coll., 
C. E. 
( Masters ; 
(iray’s 
(iuiana, 

The ¢ 


to pract ise j 


The Right 
Ireland, 
His Honour 
Court Circuit 
the vacancy caused by the tg 


(Birkenhead, 


to fill 
Mr. 
Stanger 
1877, 
Mr. J. 
No. 


McCarthy 


Mr. 


of the Conveyancing 
Elphinstone, 
prac tix Cc. 


W. 


Mr. 
Africa 


Mr. 
he Ree 


Mr. 


the § 


Kde & , 


WILLIAM 
solicitors 
county of 
uitinue 


» list only 


has been 


and belons s to the 


McCartny 
12 (Halifax, &e«.) in the place 
was called at Gray’s-inn 
and belongs to the Oxford Circuit 


Ewen Reainacp Logan, 
Protectorate & has been 


Supreme Court of Seychelles. 


ened 


G. T. Apps; 
H. Metcalfe; 


H. B. Wells, B.A... 
1914; W. J. Gilchrist. 


this country. 


_Soeoum, 
Univ.< 


O'Sullivan, 


Joseph, 


L. Warlow ; 


contains the 





Legal News 


Appointments. 


Hon. J. F. Mortarry, 
appointed to he ; 


Judge STANGER, aes 


No. 7 (Birkenhe 


GURNER has been ay 
&c.) to fill the vacancy 
Bristol. Mr. Gurner 

North-EFa 


has heen 


Sweet, of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Counsel to the 
Bart., who has 


FREDERICK TempLe Barerinacton-Warp has been appointed to 


Hythe in phic e 


his appointment as 
Barrington-Ward was called at 
Sastern Circuit 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Epwarp Murray CuHartes Ene and Greratp Mark JEANS, 
, 50, Bedford-row, i 
said Gerald Mark Jeans will continue 
at the above address, 
Turner Rytance ard 
(Rylanee & Sons), 76, 
Laneaster. June 1. The 
to practise at the same a 
style oy firm of Rylance & Sons, 





Attorney-General 
F Appeal in Lreland. 


has bee *n transferred from County 


appointed to County 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY , 
18, ZINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 

Chairman —John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman— Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq. 
James Austen-Cartmeli, Esq. L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
Alexander we Ha at he ,K.C. | Archibald Herber. James, Esq. 
Felix Cassel, Esq., K.C., M. William Maples, Esq. 

of Edmund Church, Esq. Allan Ernest Miner, Ksq. 

Philip G. Collias, Esq. E tward Moberly, Esq. 
Robert William t-:ibdin, Esq. The Right a "Lord Justice Phillimore. 
fir Kenelm EK. Digby, G.C.B., K.C. Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Eq. Mark Lemon Romer, -» K.C, 
Sir Howard W. Eiphinstone, Bart. | Tue Hon. Charles Russell, 
Richard L. Harrison, Esq. | H. P. Bowling Trevanioa, Esq, 


FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Grantel. Raversions ani Life Interests Parcha.ed 
Loans on Approved Securities entertained on Favourable Terms, 
W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretar , 





General. 


In the House of Commons, on the 23rd inst., in reply to Mr. 
Rowlands, Mr. Asquith said he understood that the Public 
irustee now controlled £50,000,000 of investments, that he was solely 
responsible for the investment of this sum, and that he had indicated 
hat it might be advisable that he should have the assistance of a 
ansultative committee. The Government would consider the sug- 
sestion that there should be some authority accountable to Parliament 
) share the responsibility for the department of the Public Trustee, 
A provisional agreement has, says the 7'imes, been arranged for the 
vequisition by the London City and Midland Bank of the business of 
he Metropolitan Bank of England and Wales. The fusion will raise 
the authorised capital of the Londou City and Midland Bank to 
£28,200,000, the subscribed capital to £22,944,000, the paid-up capital 
» £4,780.000, the reserve fund to £4,000,090, and the deposits to about 
£105,009,000. So large an amount of deposits is only held by one 
other bank—Lloyds. The chairman and managing director of the 
Metropolitan Bank and four of its other directors will join the board 
of the London City and Midland, and the other directors will agree not 
to become interested in any competing business. The whole of the 
Metropolitan Bank’s staff will be taken over. 


The House of Lords continued on Tuesday the hearing of Lumsden 
. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue, in which a question is raised 
how to arrive at the site value of real property under the Finance 
1909-10) Act, 1910. The Attorney-General, says the Jimes, was 
putting the argument for the Crown, when the Lord Chanceltor 
expressed the opinion that) Parliament did not know what it was domg 
when it passed theeAct. He said that the draftsman—a very competent 
verson—probably had a clear idea, but) when the measure was in Com 
nittee it was largely an accident of words. The Attorney-General said 
hat it was a carefully-constructed and worked-out scheme. The Lord 
hancellor agreed that it was a wonderful piece of work, but thought 
t would be an extraordinary piece of fiction to put upon them to find 
vhat the Legislature intended to do. 

An appeal for support for the Penal Reform League has been 
addressed to the 7'im esx by Sin John Macdonell, Judge L. A. Atherley 
Jones, Mr. W. H. Dickinson, M.P., Mr. T. C. Horsfall, Mr. George 
Montagu, Dr Mary D Scharlieb, Lady St. Cyres, Archdeacon Wilber 
forces, Lord Cavendish-Bentinck, M.P., the Rev. Dr. W. F. Cobb, and 
Captain Arthur St. John. ‘* We have come to feel,”’ they state, ‘that 





has been appointed to be oné 


M.A., barri 


Lincoln’s-innm in 


le methods and the aims, and even tht philosophy, underlying the 
formulation and administration of our penal system require fresh 
criticism, and to some extent restatement and reconstruction; and we 
believe that both the volume of crime and the number of criminals 
might be indefinitely diminished by introducing such modifications as 
ave demanded by the improvement that has been effected in our ethical 
standard.’’ The efforts of the league are seriously hampered by want 
of sufficient funds for the purposes of propaganda, and an additional 
£500 a year would for the time be enough to give the work the effective 
ase it requires. Cheques or postal orders should be made payee to 
the ‘‘ Penal Reform League,’’ and be sent to the hon. secretary, Captain 
Arthur St. John, 684, Park-hill-road, London, N.W. 





the business of a solicitor 


Turner Rylance will 


The Baroness Bertha von Suttner, who was for more than Aiteen 
years one of the most prominent figures in the European peace mov« 

ment, died at Vienna last Sunday. She herself came of a willsers 
family. Her father was Count Franz Kinsky, a general in the Austrian 
army. and her husband, Baron von Suttner, who died in 1902, was 
likewise a brilliant novelist. Direct experience of the war of 1866 and 
of the Bosnian campaign of 1878 filled her with detestation of military 
enterprise, and led her at the age of thirty-seven to write her best- 
known novel, ‘* Die Waffen nieder | "” (Lay down your arms!). Other 
well-known works were ‘“‘ Krieg dem Kriege’’ (War against war) and 
Martha’s Children,’’ a continuation of ‘“ Die Waffen neider!’’ She 


founded the Austrian Peace Society, became vice-president of the 
International Peace Bureau, and a member of the Advisory Council 
of the Carnegie Peace Foundation. Both as a speaker and a write 





she was unremitting inher efforts to propagate a belief in the wicked- 
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THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 













SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL £150,000 
RESERVES £273,000 







General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Sceretary—T. WILLIAMS. 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, 
LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, and GLASS BREAKAGE. 


Gentlemen ina position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken. 




















ness and uselessness of war. In 1905 she was awarded the Nobel Prize 
of £5,000. Though many of her lectures and writings failed to carry 
conviction, her earnestness and the loftiness of her purpose were never 


open to question 

In a leeture on ‘“‘ The Discipline of the Bar” to barristers and 
students of the Inns of Court, at the Old Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on 
Monday afternoon, says the 7'imes, Dr. Blake Odgers, K.C., said that 
knowledge of the law alone did not make a barrister a competent 
defender of the rights of his client He was better fitted for the work 
if he had spent some time in a barrister’s chambers as a pupil, where, 


besides doing the “‘ paper work,”’ and accompanying his chief to court 
to see ‘‘ how it was done,’’ he might occasionally get a chance of hold 
ing the chief's papers himself. The young barrister must not adopt 


any indirect methods of getting work; he must wait. He would not 
know why work came to him or why it left him. One way of adver 
tising, which was honourable, was to write a book on some branch of 
law. Circuits and sessions were part of the organization of the bar 
which was devised to reduce competition among barristers. At most 
sessions al! briefs, whether for the prosecution or defence, were con 
fined to the sessions bar. The lecturer referred especially to the duties 
which a barrister owes to the court and to other barristers. When a 
young barrister expressed surprise at the ruling of the judge and was 
severely criticized for doing so, his leader apologized for him with the 


observation, ‘‘When my junior is as old as | am he will never be 
surprised at anything your lordship says or does.’ Then, too, they 
must be courteous to witnesses. A barrister who had been browbeating 
a’ witness went so far as to ask, ‘‘ And, sir, didn’t your father do the 
same thing on a previous occasion?’’ ‘I don’t know,’’ was the reply ; 
‘**he’s over there, you had better ask him,’’ and the witness pointed 
to the jury, of which his father was a member. ‘‘A few barristers 
still go in for getting applause from the gallery. Don’t do that,” 


added Dr. Odgers, who finally asked his audience to remember the 
‘rule of the three ups—stand up, speak up, and shut up.” 





Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scottish Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Limirep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone : City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford’ is probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extremely interesting booklet containing illus- 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturere 
William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENOY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
Date. RoTA. No. 1 JOYCE 
Monday June 29 Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Church 


Mr. Justice 
WARRINGTON. 
Mr. Farmer 


Tuesday .... 30 Church Borrer Farmer Synge 
Wednesday July 1 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Thursday 2 Bloxam Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Friday coos 8 Greawell Synge Borrer Leach 


Baturday .... ¢ Joly Farmer Greswell Vhurch 

















Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

. NEVILLE, Evs. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday June 29 Mr. Jolly Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam 
Tuesday .... 30 Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
Wednesday July 1 Borrer Church Greswe'l Synge 
Thursday eo @ Synge Greswell Jolly Farmer 
Fr.day osee 8 Farmer Jolly Bloxam Church 
Satu:day .... 4 Bloxam Borrer Synge Goldschmidt 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


June 29.—Mesers. Kamecey, at the Mart, at 2: Freahold Investm2nts (ste advertise 
tent, page iii, May 23). 

June 30.—Mesars. Cottins & Coitins, at the Mart, at 1: Crown Lease (see adver- 
tisement, page 615, June 13). 

June 30, July 14.--Messrs, Densnaam, Tewsow & Carwxocns, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold and Leasehold Estates and Investments (see advertisement, page iii, May 23, 
also page 619, June 13). 

July 1.—Messrs. Daiver, Jowas & Co., in conjunction with Messrs. Harpise & Sox, 
at St. Albans, at 3: Frechold Estate, Farme, &c. (see advertisement, page iti, May 23). 

July 2.—Messrs. H. E. Fostrre & Caanrizcp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, dc, 
(ses advertisem: nt, back page, this week). 

July 13.—Messrs. Kine & Caasemone, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential 
Estate, (see advertisement, back page, June 20). 

July 14.—Messrs. Hamprow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residence (sse 
(advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 14.—Meesrs. Weatraeratt & Gazew, at the Mart, at 2: Redeemed Land Taxes, 
Rent Charges and Lerseholds (see advertisement, back page, this week) 

July 20.—Messrs. Tucxerr, Weserer & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 
Leaseheld Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 21.—Mesers. Tavreoop & Marris, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds and Leaseholds 
(see adertisement, back page, June 20). 

July 21.—Mesers. Danizt Smrrn, Son, & Oaxury, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Estates (see advertisement, back page, June 6). 








. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 19. 


CLAYESMORE SCHOOL FOUNDATION, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 26, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin 
Hayes, 28, Basinghall st, liquidator. 

Fox & Lewis (1912), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederic William 
Davis, 95-97, Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 

MIDDLESEX CRE‘\MERY, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Parker 
Creasey, 24, Osterley Park rd, Southall, Middlesex, liquidator. 

UNITED RousperR Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their 
namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin Cooper, 60 
and 62, Spriog gdns, Manchester, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep 1m Cmanorey. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 23. 


BARNSTABLE CO-OPERATIVE SocteTY, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 
18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James White, Broad Quay, Bristol, liquidator. 

CHARLES ALLEN AND Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 10, to send 
theic names and a ‘dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Nicholson, 12, Wood st, Cheapside, liquidator. 

FisHER, Ropekts & PLuMpTON, Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to R. R. Daly, 5, Fenwick st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

PALATINE ARTIFICIAL SILK YARN Co, Ltp.—Creditora are required, on or before 
July 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulais of their debts or 
claims, to Lawrence Lancelot Samuels, 7, Norfolk st, Manchester, liquidator. 

PoRRITT, BROTHER & AUSTIN,LTD.—Creditors are rm quired, on or before July 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lawrenc« 
Lancelot Samuels, 7, Norfolk st., Manchester, liquidator. 

R. C. Fraser, Lrp. —Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their names 
and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Alexand r 
Ockleshaw, 72, F rest 1d, Souihport, | quidator 

STANLEY CONSERVATIVE CLUB Co, LrD. —Creditors are required, on Or before Aug 1, 
to send their rames and addresses, and the particulars cf ,their debts or claims, 
to Frank Whittaker 28, Horne st, Bury, Lancs, liquidator. 

STREBT LIGHTING CO, L?D.—Creditors are required on or before July 10, to send their 
names and addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter Biease, 
8, Fenwick st, Liverpool, liquidator, 

UNION CONSOLIDATED COPPER MINES (1911), LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).— 
Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their names and ac dresses, and 
the pa: ticulars of their claims,to Mr. William Henry Peul Campbell, 12, Colmen st 
liqui (ator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 19. 


The Eastern Counties Cinema Co, Ltd. Keighley Green Mill Co, Ltd. 

J. EB. Hewitt, Ltd. Wheatman & Smith, Ltd. 

The Dan Shipbuilding & Engineering Co, The — (Exclusive and Feature) Film 
Ltd. Co, Ltd. 

The Automobi e Owners’ Arscciation, Ltd. Pearson & Co, Ltd. 

W. Whittlesee, Ltd. M:ddk sex Creamery, Ltd. 

Hotels Investment Trust, Ltd. Dugdale Thompsen & Co, Ltd. 

Bernard Beer Co, L'd. F. G. Comer & Co. Ltd. 

The E. K. C. Finance Co, Ltd. Whittingham and Listrict Farmers’ Auc- 

Wankowa-Brelikuw, Ltd. tion Mart Co, Ltd. 

The Imp Motor Cycle Co Ltd. Trish Paper Development Co, Ltd, 

The Providers’ Syndicate, Ltd, 
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London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 23. ASHTON, JOHN, St Helevis July-25 —s & ee rg A erry? s*st ST 
: AYRES, CHARLES Payor, Watford July 25 Sedgwick & Co, atfor« : 
Lakin, Ltd. Leeds Laundry (1909);1.td. : BAILEY, CHARLES, Winehéstar:. July 28° Bailey &Ca,-Winchestet “y 
Woodhouse and Stead, Ltd. Buroumex Petroleum Syndicate, L‘d. BEALL, BRIDGETT, Stamford, Lincs July 18 Stapleton & Son, Stamford 
Ffostach Colliery Co, Ltd. Holloway's Presetves, Ltd. BECKETT, JOHN, O:croft, nr Tarvin, Chester, Farmer’ Aug 1 Brassey, Chester 
§ Davis & Co, Ltd. * Chex" Ticket: Machines Syndicate, Ltd. BLOOMER, ANDREW, Quarry Bank, Staffs July 4 Williams, Cradley Heath 
Payne & King, Id. Griff-Stocal Syndicate, Ltd. ° BLYTH, SARAH, Portland pl July 20 Mayo-& Co, Drapers gdos : 
Vemmel, Ltd. Waverley Rubber-and Produce Estates of RICKNELL, RALPH ERNEST, Surbiton, Surrey, Siga Writer Aug 1 Ostiams, Ladgate 
Park Gate Hotel, Ltd. Java, Ltd. 2 hill’ ’ ** ’ ’ . : 
R.C. Fraser, Ltd. Lowestof: Net Works, Ltd. | BRODRICK, MARIA ELIZA BRIDGET, Hove, Sursex Duly 2 Cooper & Co, Chancery: ln 
Barnstanle Co-ope ative Society, Ltd. Leyland Motors, Ltd. CARNEGY, PATRICK ALEXANDER WATSON, Lour June 27 Gordon, Forfar 
Mersey Reclaiming Co, 1-d. CLEATON, MARIANNE, Hastings Aug 1 Chalinder &-Herington, Hastings 


CROPPER, DAVID, Warwick July 31 Boddington & Bond, Warwick 
CROSSLAND, GEORGE, July 1 Bond & Co, Leeds : 
DIMocK, JoHw TEBBIT, Isleworta, Middlx July 6 B,e & Ennion, Soham, Newmarke’ 


. ] - 
Creditors N otices. DIXON, JAMES FRANK, Colgrave, Nottingham July 21. Parr. & Butlin, Nottingham 
5 Thorney & Son, Hull 


DoLBY, MARMADUKK, Hull, Cargo-Superintendant July 25 





T : ¢ FECHT, ALBRECHT EDWARD RICHARD, Leeds July 25° Craven & Clegg, Leeds 
l nder Estates In Chancery. FORD, SARAH GRACE, KeiVedon, High st, Highgate. Aug.1  Lanberis, Malvern 
. 7. GEER, SAMUEL, Drighlington, Yorks July 21 ‘alvert & Son, Leeds - 
Lage Day OP CLAIM. GOLDSMID, SUSANNA, Redcliffe gdos, South Kensington July .0 Spyer & Sons, Austen 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 16, Friars | 
BEAUCHAMP, Sir REGINALD WILLIAM Procror, Langley Park, Norfolk. July 16.. Cadge | GRANGER, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Margate, Mechanical Engineer July 25 Hil s & Shéa, 
and Another v Barker-Hahlo and Another, Joyce, J. Cadge, Loddon, near Norwich. Margat2 ’ . . 
ROBINSON, CHARLES EDMUND NEWTON, Che-ter st, Belgrave sy. July 30. Mond v | Grey, Ropert, Foundling Hospital, Guildford st Aug 15 Long & Gardiner, Linc In's 
Robinson, Sargant, J. Savill, Biiliter sq. inn flelds 
STONE, CAROLINE, H»mpstead rd. J ily 23. Ashford v Stone and Others. Judges in | GROVER, JOHN, Hindhead, Surrey July 31 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury cit 
Chambers, Room No. 689, Royal Courts of Justice. Brady, Ludgate hill HABIN, EDWARD THoMas, Cuiche-ter, Merchant July 25 Raper & Co, Chichester 
HAMILTON, WILLIAM, Long In July 16 Godtrey & Godfrey, West Smithtield 
ve = HARRIMAN, JOHN, Henley-on-Thames Aug1 Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge 
. HARRIS, COLES Lewis, Victoria st July 20 Spyer & Sos, Anstin Friars 
Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. HARVEY, ISOBEL CONSTANCE, Su biton, Surrey July 16 Pettiver & Pearkes, College 
hill 
LAst DAY or Cram, Harrs, JOSEPH! JAMES, Manor Park July 20 Welch & Co, Pinner’s Hall, Austin Friars 


HENRY, CAROLINE GRANT, Bembridge, Isle of: Wight July 20 Stratton & Sons, 


London Gazette,—TUESDAT, June 16. Newport, Isle of Wignt 
Newport, isie 0 zyut 













BARKER, HENRY, Chester July 21 Barker & Rogerson, Chester HILL, SAMUEL BONNETT, Ashby’ de la Zouch, ‘Leicéter July 16 GA &B W -Wilkins, 
BISSELL, JOHN, Redditch, Worcester July 31 Tunbridge & Co, Redditch Ashby de la Zouch 
BROOMHEAD, JAMES, Sheffield July 18 Sorby & Co, Sheffield HOLYLAND, EmMA, Leicester July 15 Ancrave, Leicester 
BRUNTON, ALICE VENEABLES, New Cavendish st July 20 Leighton & Savory, Clement's | JENKINS, NEVILE Morris Leamington July 18 Jeakins & Evans, Cardigan 

inn, Strand . KAY, ELIZABETH, Hartlepool July 26 Bell, West Hartle 9 ol 
BUCKLEY, GEORGE, Blackpool, Cotton Spinner July 31 Innes M inchester KAY, JOSEPH, Birk‘ale within Southport July 28 Williams, Southpo t P 
CAPPEL, THERESA, Primrose Hill rd, Hampstead July 31 James & James, Ely pl KENDALL, JANE CROSTHWAITE, Ryton, Durham July 20° Thomson, Gateshead upon 
CHAMPION, E Tf ROBERT, Pangbourne, Berks, Solicitor July 14 Howard, Abchurch Tyne : 

House, Sherborne In ‘ LANE, EMMA, Bournemouth July 19 Preston & Francis, Bournemouth 
CoomBs, JoskPH, Bitterne Park, Southampton, Master Mariner July 18 Stephens & | LANE, GusTAVUS, Bournemouth July 19 Preston & Francis, Bournemouth 

Locke, Southampton LEIGH, JAMES, Manchester Aug 5 Cock-hutt, Preston 
Cox, GEORGE Jams, Canonbury rd, Finsbury Park,:Master Printer July 31 Denn's & | LEVY, Pune, Hornsey July 27 Myers & Soa, Wormwo rd st 

Co, Ner hampton Ley, HELEN EILA Strope, Rawal Pindi, India Sept 7 Ley, Carey st 


DAULBY, WILLIAM BEDELL, Birmingham, Draper Aug 1 Harding & Son, Birmingham | NORRIS, MARY, Bufferland, Pembroke D.ck July 18 Merriman, Pembroke Dock 
DRAKE, WILLIAM HARGRAYVE, Leeds, Locomotive Engineer Nov 9 Brooke & Dyer, | PHILLIPS, BERTHA, Old Colwyn, Denbigh July 20 Steward, Wolversamptor p 





Leeds PHIPPS, CHARLES NICHOLAS PAUL, Westbury, Wilts July 17 Wakeman_&. Som, War- 
Epirk, HENRY, Southampton July 20 Ansell & Co, Southampton minster : : 
FLECK, Dr. WILLIAM, High Wycomb: Augl2 Wood & Co, High Wycombe PRIESTMAN, CHARLES, Clifton, Yorks July 21 Priestman & Sons, Hull 


PYNE, WILLIAM AUGUSTUS, Dinan, COtesdu Nord, France July 29 Farrer. & Co, Lineghn's 
inn fields 1 . 

SANDON, MAry Ettza, St. Leon rds onSe. July 24 S urton & Sturton, Great Tower st 

SAXBY, Guy HAR Lb BACON, Brooksville av, Kilvarn, Professional-Masictan July 21 
Stannard & Bo anquet, Fa tcheap : er<*2 


ForsTeR, MARY, Neweastleupon Tyne July i6 Gibson & Co, Portugal st bl !gs 

FRYER, JOHN, Huntingdon June24 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

GILBERT, JQHN, Cimborne, Cornwall, Miner July 15 Thomas, Camborne 

Giicurist, fsa BELLA, Stretford, Lancs July 11 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 

GREAVES, BETSY, Sonthport July 31 Diggles & Ogden, Manchest«r 

HETHERINGTON, ELIZABETH ANN, Penrith July li Little & Lamonby, Penrith SEWART, JOSEPH, Lancaster July 18 Clark &-(arduer,; Lancaster 7 

Hicks, KICHARD, Rotherham, Yorks ~fune30 Jackson «& Jackson,. Rotherha‘n SMITH, JOHN HENRY, Hesiop rd, Batham, Skin Merzliant - Jnty 24 Palmer, Old sy 

HOLDEN, JOHN JAMES, Southport, Chemical Manufacturer July 16 Picton, Liverpool }| SPARKS, MARY ANN, Jeffery’s rd, Clapham rd- July-20 King & Co, Cannon st 

Hors, THOMAS SUTHERLAND, Boreham Wood, Herta July 31 _Broai & Co Great | THOMAS, EVAN, Bullth, Brecon, Farmer :-Aug 23 Vaugban, Builth ! 
Winchester st mien f'HOMAS, HENRY, Tipton, Staffs, Timber Merchant July 28 Round, Tipton 

ILES, MARY ANN, Cheltenham July 18 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham PHORN-, ROBERT, ELLIOVT, Vroxhan, Norfolk July 19 Goodchild, Norwich 

ILLSLEY, HIRAM, Tamworth, Coachbuilder July 6 Argyie & Sons, Tamworth TwiaG, JoskeH, Northwood, Middix Aug 1 Montagu & Co, Bucklersbury 

JACKSON, SUSANNA, Clivedon1d, Wimbledon July 6 Barfield & Child, Plowde1 bldgs | V&RMONT, THoMAS RopeRT BRT, Ashton on Mersey, Cheshire, Commercial Traveller 
Temple se July 31. Lawton, Manches er a | 

JOHNSON, EpITH, Stoke on Trent June 29 Cull & Brett, Cheadle, Stoke on Trent 

Joy, —— AUGUSTO, Barranquilla, Boliva, Colombia July 13 Norton & Co, Vld 
roads 


WAKEFIELD, JANE, Whitley Bay Aug17 Dixon, Gateshead 4 

WARD, CHARLES AUG stus, Caurch Hill rd, Walthamstow July 8b « Ennnet, & Co, 

’ B'oomsbuary sq . 

KEELING, FREDERICK, Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada July 12 Blyth & Co, | WARRING, MARGARET, Woodplumpton, nr Preston July 20 Carke & Son, Preston 
(rresham house ; * | WARING, MARY CECILIA, Torquay July 18 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st 

KINGSTON, GEORGE PETER, Spalding, Linc, Auctioneer June 30 Calthrop & Co, | WEBB, * ICHARD STEPHENS, Handsworth July 15 Mitchell & Chattock, Birmingham 


Spalding, Liacs WHITLOCK, ARTHUR JOHN, Patney Bridge rd, Licensed victualler July. Corsellis 
Kirr, WILLIAM, Perlieu Dibden, Southampton July 18 Steph-ns & Locke, South- & Berney, Wandsworth 

ampton : WHYATT, MAny ANN, Hyde, Chester -Juty | Knowles & Son, Hyde 
LANG, SARAH ANN, Cheltenham July 8 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham WIGLEY, FRANK, Moseley, Birmingham, Engineer July 18 Maddocks & Co, Coventry 
Law, HARRY, Dewsbury, Yorks, Doffing Piate Maker July 31 Gledhill, Dewsbury | WORMSLEY, CHARLES, Huntingdon July 15 Fowler, Hantingdon 7 
MapPIN, FLORENCE HOWARD, Canterbury July 18 Ejiwards, Coleman st YOuLE, JOUN, Leicester, Bellhanger July 15° Simpson @ Bennett, Leicester 
MARCUS, SARA, Clifton hill, St John’s Wool July 16 Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 
MATHEWS; WILLIAM, Goldhurst ter, Hampstead June z3 Isard, Mvorga.e st London Gazette. —TCESDAY, June 23. 


Moore, AKTHUR BLENCOWE, Caoeltenham July 12 Rickerby & Co, Cheitenham 
Moorr, SARAH ANN, Cowl ng, Yorks Jane 30 Sudgen 4 Co, Crosshills, nr Keighly 
Morris, JOHN WILLIAM, Newcastie upon Tyne, Sign Writer July 31 Dees & Thomp- 
son, Ne #castle upon Tyne I 
POWELL, Rev HENRY, Torquay July6 Barfieid & Child, Plowden bldgs, Temple 
ROBERTSON, JAMES BARR, Walbrook July 1 Betts & Co, OldJewry 
ROBINSON, CATHERINE EMMA; Dalston, Cumberland Jaly 11 Little & L.monby, Penrith 
— 2 ALBERT DAVID, Islip st, Kentish Town Augl Jennings, Kentish Town rd 
SKINN R, Louisa Homer, Exever July 16 Day & Wright, Bristol 
SMITH, HENRY JAMES, Rochford st, Kentish Town, Greengrocer July 22 Sandfard & 
. Co, Howard House, Arundel st » & me ey . 
8 ENCER, SARAH, Thornton, Braiford July 20 Elliott, Queensbt or 
STANDEN, JAMES, Tonbridge, Laundryman July 16 Seer & Brows Tonbridse 
STEVENS, ELLEN MARIA, King’s av, Clapham Park July 15 Yaylor & Co Strand 
STEWART, ELLEN JAN&, Clacto1on sea, July 3l_ Haghes & Son, Edgeware rd Essex st 
STONE, EDWARD, Kin ston upon Hull Hosier July 27 ‘Thompson & Co Hails s CAMERON, WILLIAM Seort, Leeds, Journalist July 11 Simpson & Curtis, Leeds 
VAaYLOR, CATHERINE, Lower Broughton, 8 lford July 23. Lawson && Co, Manchester CARLESS, AMELIA JANE, Weston saper-Mare July 24 J H& F W Bere, Weaten-saper 
TAYLOR, ELIZABETH, Southampton, ‘July le “stephens & Locke Southampton ae Mare ; ' 
PAOMP3ON, HOMAS, Heywood Lancs, Waggon Work Manager. July 18 Mls Sleywood CARNEGY, PATRICK ALEXANDER WATSON, Lour June2? W&J8S Gordon, Forfar 
SAEREAREE, Davib, Liangose, Brecon July 21 Ingledew & Sons, Cardiff wor) r =o Lowisay Choriton-cum-Hardy, Manchester July 31 Leigh & Co, Man- 
URNHAM, ALBERT VERDIN, Purley, Surre 7 Cr & t chester 
a Bloomsbury ley, Surrey July 17 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Coss®R, ROBERT MASON, Lindsey rd, Hornsey Aug 19 Mason, Eldon st, Finsbury 
ALKER, EMILY LAURA BETHUN 3 . . on . _ 2. | DAWIES ARTHUR ALFRED ALEXANDER, Croydow July 24 Bar rum, Old Jewry chm rs 
Lincoln's inn fields B, Cadogan pl, Chelsea Jaly 25 Pollock & -Co, EARLE, JOHN, King’s Norton, Worcester July 31 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
WARDLE, Mary, Stoke on’Trent July 10 Hunthach, Hanley EpMonpDs, WALTER JOUN,. Exeter Jaly b ‘James & Snow, Exeter’ 
WATSON, ALBERT, Cottenham rd, Upper Holloway July 3L. Lander, ‘Chane } ELLIMAN, WILLLAM, Leyton, Essex Aug 15 - Jackson & Co, Feachuteh st 
oat CHARLES, Bath, Builder Aug 31 Chesterman & Sons Bath re —— WALTBR JOSEPH, Dartuouth rd, Brondesbury, Dental Sargeon Aug 1 Wood- 
SDEN, Canon JOSEPH SAMUEL, Aberg enbi e> Bar: le ie a widge & Sons, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 2 
pool AMUEL, Abergele, Denhigh July 27 Barley & Co, Liver- FREWER, JOUN WILLIAM, Ros@bery sq, Rosebery av, Publisher's Assistant July 31 
: ? Syrett & Sons, Finsbttry pymt P 
ma London Gazette FRIDAY, June 19, VLANGALL HANDJERI, Princess IbA MAUDE HELENE, Lisieux;Calyados, LaFrance July 
ALLEN, ELIZABETH, Hither Green lr 730 G Bom Great, Ji /  _8t Sattn'& Co, Gt Winchester st : 
een In _ July 30 . Garrett & Son, Great James st t Hopginsan, JouN, Burton op Trent,’ Brassfounder’ July 18 faylor, Burto1ou 
Trent ; s 4 - 4 
| HORROBIN, SARAH, Halif@xk Augi Jubb & Co, Halifax 
HowARD, Henry, Bruisyard, Sutfolk, Seedsman July 25 Southwell & Fry, Saxmundham 
JANES, SAMUEL, FWiham td Jaly23 Routh & Co, southampton st, Bloomsbury 
| Kay, ELLEN, Tonge; Middleton, Lancs July 27 Robinson, Oldham 


ARDEN, ANNA JANE, Barton under Needwood, Staffs July 21 Goodger & Son, Burton 
on Trent e 

ASHMORE-NOAKES, SAMUEL SILVERTHORNE, Morpeth mans, Victoria st, Westminster 
Aug4 Radford & Frankla id, Chancery In 

BARTON, RICHARD, Wigan July 10 Gibson, Wigan 

BOGLE, ERNersT, Hanisw r.h, Birmiushim,~ Baker July 31 Cottrell & Son, 
Birmingham 

s0YD, the Venerable Archdeacon CHARLES TWISiNG, Canberle¥, Surrey’ July, 31 
Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

BRIGHTMORE, HARRY STERNDALE, Gloucester July 30 © Linnell & Linnell, Manchester 

BROWN, EDWARD, Sunder and, Pluinber July 15 Bell & Sos; Sundefland y 

BURLTON-BENNET, Cofonel JOHN ROBERT, Cheltenham Ang 1 McLaren, Cheltenham 

BUTTRESS, ELIZABETH CECILIA, Dry Drayton, Cambridge Joly 15 Tylee & Co, 








ALToN, THOMAS, ‘Netherse Serby. Séhi coo . 
in come etherseal; Derby, Sehoolmaster. ‘July2s Dewes & Musson. Adhby * 


ANDERSON, ALICE JANE, Southport July 24 Godfrey, Southport 


ANDREWS HENRY Herringfleet, Suf Q en e Cc 
, ’ , Chemical Manur Manufa r ¥ 
C T 5 lk Cc ? turer July 18 
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7 ba am GEORGE, Monton, Eccles, Surveyor of Customs July 24 Ogden & Co 

Ma te 

—— ~ FREDERICK Extns BLAKENBY, Lyudharst, Hants Aug5 Harradine, Broad st 
° 


use 

MAITLAND, Bpwarp, Knight Rider st, Solicitor Aug 1 Molslons & Co, Knight Rider st 

MARSHALL, CHARLOTTE, Northaupton, July 18 Crook & Co, King st, Cheapsids 

Movousaast, EMILY AGNES, Roland Houses, South Kensington July 24 ‘parkes & 

eter 

MINISTER. ANN, Great Witchingham July 27 

NBVErT, 
on the Wold 

Noswortuy, Jamas Joun, Horrabridge, Devon July 31 Weekes & Son, Plymouth 

Paps, JosePn, Leeds, Brass Moulder July 23 Lamb, Leeds 

PERKINS, CHARLOTTE Soputs, Birdingbury Aug? Campbell & Co, Warwick 

PSrERs, WILLIAM Henry BROOKE, Lynpatone, Devon Augi Smith & S a, Andover 

PRICHARD, Ki0naRD Kw1ant, Brigend,Glam July 20 Williams & Prichard, Cardiff 

ROBINSON, MAURICE DE LANCEY, Co!ombo, Ceylon Sept 30 Andrew « Co, Great James 
s, Bedf. lord row 

RoomeE, Divan, Tunbridge Wells July 27 

Us 








Kent, Norwich 


Bretherton & Murton-Neale, Tunbridge 


We 
ROUND, Hannan, Newcastle upon Tyne July20 Kent, Newcastle aepon Tyne 
SeYMOUR, FRANCIS, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks Aug4 Buchanan & Son, Whitby 
Srwons, Jomm~ Ricwarp, Aylesbury, Bucks, Farmer AugS8 Parrott, Aylesbury 


ew ct 
| WHITTAM, ELIZ4BRTH, 








TLLIAM, Stow jon the Wold, Bios, Tailor July 16 Francis & Son, Stow | 
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ome, ARTHUR WELLESLEY, Sydenham, Kent Augl Kimber & Co, OW 

wry 

STOCK, SARAH ALICE, Blackburn July 21 Read & Eastwood, Blackburn 

Tavion Ts THOMAS HENRY, Great Chart. Kent, Farmer July 18 Hallet & Co, Ashford, 

rocawees, CHARLES, Wightman rd, Hornsey, Music Pubisher July 31 Peake & Co, 
Bedford row 

UPHAM, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Bath Aug8 Channer & Channer, Taunton 

WaDprxaroy, JOSEPH, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Forgeman July 20 Neill & Dawson, 
ra‘for: 

WAKE, Henry, Breinsworth, near Rotherham July 4 Bradf rd, Rotherhan 

WALKER, HARRIET HUME, Stapleton, Richmond, New York, USA July 20 Ballan- 

tyne & Co, Billiter st 

WALKER, JOSEPH, Beckenham, Kent July 2% Kingsford & Co, Essex st, Strand 

WARD, PETER, Water! 00, Lancs July 28 Teebay'& Lynch, Liv. 

WATTON, SARAH, Moseley, Birmingham July 23 Bo:teley & Sharpe, Birmingham 

WELGWOOD, FRANCIS JU LIA, Lanadowne rd, "Holland Pak Ju'y 31 Waterhouse & Co, 


= Lauderdale mans, Maida Vale July 20 Dixon & (vo, Man. 

chester 

WILLIAMS, JOHN REES, IIfracombe July 31 Seymour & Co, Parliament st 

WILsoy, HENRY REGINALD, Coventry July 25 Browetts, Coventry 

Wirray, ’ oe Teddington July 31 Fawssett, Howard House, 
. ac 


Aru del gt, 











Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, June 16. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Dints, Ropar? Tuomas, Ipswich, Baker 
Junels Ord June 13 
DINGLE, THOMAS JOBN, Stokeoclimsland, Cornwall, Farmer 
Piymouth Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
Doorsoy, WILLiaAM, Blackpool. Mutor 
Black Pet May 27 Ord June 12 
bowpeEy, Tener Peuiatr, Victora st High Court Pet 
May 20 Ord June 12 
DUS@ATE. CHARLES James, Hayes, Middix, Builder 
Windsor Pet June l0 Ord June 12 
Epecomas, JOHN, Handsworth, ~<a 
Birming! > on oat 27 Ord Ju e10 
Sagina, 7 T ESM STANDISH, —. ’ seemed 
igh Overt Pet Mar 26 Ora Jue 
a Mpenens, } Ay Beds, Far. ~ Beiford 
et June 11 Ord June 1 
Fisper, *, New Bond st igh Court 
Ju 


ForD, ERICK, Plymouth, Mason 

June 18 Ord June 13 

FPRASKEL, LBON, Regent st, Exhibition Salesman High 

Gourt Pet May 15 Ord June 12 

GBRDES-HANSEN, 
High Court Pet Jane lz Ord June 1 

Haywoop, Hensgkt Epwarp, Biirchiey, Birmingham, 
Grocer Birmingham Fet June 18 Ord June 13 

HERTFORD, Harry, Pinner, 

A Juneis Ord June 18 

upmanby, Yorks, Joiner Scarborough 
Pet June 11’ Ord June 11 

HUETABLB, ARTHUR THOMAS, Redfield, Bristol, Hardware 
Dealer Bristol Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

J muy, Wrmayan, Pris AR, Prince of Waes rd, Bat-ersea, 

Pet May 7 Ord June 11 

Knsaiees, "TaxDraicx Water, Clarence Gate gdns, 
Glentworth of High Gourt Pet May 8 O d June 10 

LER, GRoRGn Pui MALcoLM, Victoria st High Court 
et 7s Ord June 11 

NUTPALL, ADA Jane seweee, Twickenham Brentford 
Pet April 20 Crd May 2 

TLatT, Epwin *, chtoe under Lyne, Commission 
Agent Ashton uoder Lyne Pet June 11 

POWBLL, Epoak LLEWELYN, Liandrindod Wells, Radnor, 
Butcher, Newteun t Ord June 12 

Rawson, PERCY a, Nottin m, —_ Manufacturer, 


Manufacturer 


Baker 


Plymouth Pe 


| Epecomag, Jonx, Hand 


Pet May 19 Ord | 


vE, Watford, my > ipping Agent | 


Middix, Commission Agent 


Ipswich Pet 


Cotton 


Ord June il | 


| PEARSON, WILLIAM, 


Nott — Pet Junel3 Ord June 1 } 
Rc eB, Bes thay 18 chester General Ese Manchester, 
June 12 
' HAW, Hany, as , Yorks Wine Merchant Northallerton 
May 30 June 12 


SMITH, GEORGE Padworth, Berks, Coal M.rchant Reading 


Pet Junell Ord Juneil 
Spripegon, Tom WILLIA‘, Alford, Lincoln, Newsagent 
Bos Pet June 13 Ord June 13 


#IRST MEETINGS. 
WILLIAM, Church In, Tooting, Surveyor June 28 


ABB, 
Westminster Bridge rd 


at 11.30 182, York rd, 


BurGEss, WILLIAM, Arnold, No:ts Juse23 atill Of 
Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Coims, Ernust, Liskeard, Corawall, Saddler June 25 


7, Buckland ter, P.ymouth 
DINGLE, THOMAS JOHN, Stokeclimsiand, Co-nwal!, 
June 24 at 3.30 Golding's Hotel, Callington 
DowpeNn, Percy PELLATT, Victosiast, June2$ at 11.30 
Baukruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
EpwakpDs, tie Rev HENRY MARSH MARSH Guildford. 
June 23 atll 132 York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
tn, Birmingham, Baker Juns 
191, Corporation st, Bir- 


Farmer 





24 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 
mingham : 

ERSKINE, Hon EsME STANDISH, Spratton, 
June 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldg:, Car-y st 

—— » New Bondst June 26 atl Bantouptes bidgs, 


Northamta 


Carey st 

Pune, James, Haslemere, Surrey Jun:24atll 13°, York 

, Westminster Briage rd 

FPosteR, EDWARD, Sheffield, Picture Frame Manufacturer 
June 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

FRANKEL, Leon, Regent s6, Exhibition Salesman June 29 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GERDES-HANSEN, Ove, Watford, Herts, Siete Agent 
June 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bid ca, Curey st 

GOSLING, GEORGE WILLIAM, South Normanton, Fancy 

Deakr June 25at 11.30 Off Rec, 12, St Petir's 

churchyard, Derby 

Hirst, NEWTON, Coveford, Glos, Watch Repair r June 24 


at ll Off Rec, 144, Commervial st, Newzort, 
Mon 

Hopesox, Jouyn, North Bu-ton, Hunmanby, Yorks, 
Joiner June 23 at 4.45 Off Rec, 48, Weatborou:h, 
Scarboroug 


Howk, BERTRAM CHARLES, Silloth, Curaberland, Solicitor 
June 24 at 3 34, Feber st, Carlise 

HUNTER, GEORGE HARRISSON, Ashfcrd, Kent June 24 at 
1 Rec, 68A, Castle st, Canterbury 

Clarence Gate gdus, 


KERRIDGE, FREDERICK WALTER, 
Bankruptcy bidge, 


Glentworth st June 30 at 1 
y st 
LEE, GEORGE PHILIP MALCOLM, Victoria st June 30 at 
12 Bankruptcy ~) s, Carey st 
PARROTT, JOSEPH, i linghay Dales, Lincoln, 
June 26 at 12 Off ft Rect 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
Connahs Quay, Flint, Tobacconist 
June 26 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


Farmer 


POLLARD, WALTER WINDLF, Nelson, Lancs. Carrier Jure 
26 at 10.15 County Court House, Bank house st 
Buroley 

POWELL, EDGAR LLEWELYN, Llandrindod Wells, Radnor, 
June 23at 2 Hotel Metrcpole, Llandrindod 

ells 

Paick, SYDNEY, Swansea, Cinema Proprietor June °% at 
ll Off ’ Government bldgs, St Mary’s st, Swansea 

Spence, Louis JosEPH, Peterborough, Tailor June 25 at 
12 Off tec, 12, 8t Peter's churchyard, Derby 

ToOULSON, GEORGE PRLL, Attercliffe, She reld, Caretaker 
June 23at12 Off Rec, Figtree Iv, Sheffield 

TOWRY, Patrick, Burnley, Journeyman Tailor June 26 
at 10.30 County Court House, Bankhouse st, Burnley 

VINCENT, CLAUDE, Smethwick Staffs, Journeyman Painter 
June 24 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Warts, HERBERT, Arnside, Westmorland June 24 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

WEALE, SAMUEL, Batley, Yorks June 23 at 11 
Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


Off Rec, 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


ANDREWS, HIRAM, Dorchester, Coal Merchant Dorches' er 
Pet May 14 Ord June 13 

BERRIDGE, ALFRED, Leicester, Shue Knife Manufacturer 
Lei Pet May20 Ord June 12 

Cralé, H. 1. GrBgoN, Christchurch, Hants Poole Pet 
April 18 Ord June 11 

Dines, Ropsgrt THomAs, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet 
June 13 O.d June 13 

DINGLE, THOMAS JOHN, St keslimsland. Cornwall, Farmer 
P.ymouth Pet Junell Ord June 11 

EpGcoMBR, JOHN, rn —— Baker Bir- 
mingham Pet Ma Ord ody 

FAIRCLOTH, RoBERT, Suen Beds, 
Pet June i1 Ord June 11 

FIRMINGER, ALBERT THOMAS, Vauxhall Bridgerd High 
Court ‘Pet April 2 Ord June 12 

FORBES-SEMPILL, ARTHUR LIONEL OCHONCAR, Piccadilly 
Hizh Court Pet Maril Ord June ll 

FORD, FREDERICK, Plymouth, Mason Plymouth Pet June 
13 Ord June 13 

Haus, Epwin James, Clerkenwell rd High Court P.t 
May l! Ord June ll 

HAYWooD, HERBERT EDWARD, Stirchley, eae uv, 
Grocer Birwi gham Pet Juveis Ord June 13 

HERIFORD, HARRY, Pinner, Middix, Commission Agent 
&t Albans Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Hopesos, Jous, Hunmanby, Yorks, Joiner and Wheel- 
wright Scarb wough Pet Jone!1 Ord June 1! 

HUXTABL¥, ARTHUR THOMAS, Redfield, Bristol, Hard ware 
Dealer Bristol Pet June 12 Ord "June 12 

Jongs, JOHN CYNOG, Brecon Draperand Tailor Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet May 12 Ord June 13 


armer Bedford 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGATE STEHEEET, ECMWVOWN, 


LICENSES 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


n.o. 


INSURANCE. 


SPHOCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals te Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 


Sui 
application. 


Je Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Gorporation also ingures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S Se 


Profit-sharing system. 


FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


SPPRY FOR PROSPECTUS. 





Br 
Bu 
Bu 


14. 
9 Old 


Ashford, 


> £& Co, 
Dawso, 


Ballan- 


ham 
se & Co, 


» Man- 


i del gt, 
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LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 


Fire, Personal Accident and Disease. 
Property Owners’ indemnity. 


Domestic Servanis. 





Fidelity Guarantee, 


Burglary. 
Third Party. 


Workmen's Compensation, ete 
Moter Car. Plate Giass 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw attention to the fact that the Fidelity Guarantee Bonds ‘a this 
Boa 25 Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 


Kun PLUMPTRE ag am x. "he a hemody A 








DIRECTORS— 


Sermieity, of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Linco'n’s Inn). 
liams & James), Norfolk Hovsé, Thamee Embankment. 


ORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Corsellis & oon "tncolirs Inn Fields, FREDERICK srvast wesqan, Beg. (Paxton & Mon b), Bomernet Street. 
iD. p34" Esq. ts & )» Senncoume Plymouth. P. (Nocti Uist Moriborungh Street 
LC; CHOLMBLEW, Bag. (Frere, Cholmeley & £2.) Lincoln's Tan Fields. RONALD. PEARE, "te Bird: Nine & eco.) lord Kuw. 

EDMUND FRANCIS. KE CRURCH, Esq. (Chure urch, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row.| JOBN DOUG 04. (Mor ell, Peel & Gam'en), Oxfor3. 
F. KE. B. FARE ROTH, by (Fladgate » Craig's Court, Charing Cross. yBomas 3 say a aw Johnstone co), Bedfotd ow. 
peuer, (Farrer “s ES On), i a}, Inn Fields, et eaton & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. és 
E. iD, sf my (Nicholson, Patterson ), Queen Anne’s Gate, Gronon i iran & Pem Lincoln's Inn Fie) 
wea Grabsm & = Lincoln's TI TP baeave T i datuay, a z, Gvihen 8 Procter), Lincoln’s Inn Fields 
° ™m e iD 8 inn. a . 
W. . ALLOWS, Bag. THalic take & Cart ), Bedford I Row. 4 . TWEEDIE, Peg. ( R. W. pct a ly Agee 
; Brie & Hart), or MNELMOTH waitens, alters Lincoln's 
ECA a Ni OT Be formerly vt Carleton-Holmes, Fell & & Wade), Bedford Row. Bis HENRY ARTHUR ri Bos (A. & H. White), Great Matiboro"ich Strées 
panes a is, Bag Sze 3 Sd seetiary Westminster, E. H, WHITEHEAD, Freq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidcons), Spring Garderis. 
NB, ee 3 : E. TREVOR LL, WILLIAMS, Bsq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 


ee one T. 0 


APPLICATIO Ne FUR FOR UENCIES 
business the most is. curable terms. 
Forms 


oes & Co,), tens Gardens. 


OWEN LEGGATT. 


clese cornection with, and encoruone & 
ROM Fre nah Ny wg 10 WHOM IT IS A LE 
it erijoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of clgiens. Sinetoas, 
full inturMation may be had at the Society’s Uffice, The business of the Society is confined to the ted Kingdom 








éiered to the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 


greet Hyg yy Smee £. C. WHITE. 


tience of the roan 
O OFFER 8 ECIAL 


ol Insurance 


"Sr ! 
ans security 


L FaciLities Yor Ag ion 

















LEESE, CHARLES, Sudbury, Middiz, Manager of Motor 
Works High Court Pet Jan 30 Ori June 13 

Lrich, JouN, New Longton, nr Preston, Draper 
Pet May 14 Ord June 12 

PLATT, EDWIN, Bardsley, Aston under Lyne, Commission 
—. Ashton under Lyne Pet June 11 Ori 
une 

POWELL, EDGAR LLEWELYN, Liandriidod Wells, Radnor 

Newtown Pet May 26 Ord June 12 

Rawson, PERCY SMITH, Nottingham, laa 4 Manofacturer 
Nottingtam Pet June 13 Urd Junel 

SMITH, GEORGE, Padworth, Berks, Coal Stans Reading 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

IbLIAM Jonn, Grangec ourt rd, S amford Hill, 

General Dealer Edmonton Pet May 21 Ord Juse 12 
oragense, a Tom WititaM, Alford, Lincoln, N. we gent 
Pet June i3 Ord June 13 

Watts, Huereert, Arnside, Westmorland Kerdal Pet 
Mar 27 ‘rd June 10 

WILLows, Gronce HENRY, Manchester, Merchant Min 
chester Pet May 23 Ord June 12 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 19 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, FRED, rye Glass Merchant 
June 16 Ord J 

ASHWELL, BEnJAntn } Wymon? ay Lei-ester, 

ker Leicester Pet June 15 Ord June 1 

BARNETT, H A, King’s av, Clapham Park, vied 
Di High Court Pet Jan 30 Ord June 1 

BEAUMONT, ARTHUR, Batley, Yorks, Greengrocer ae 
bury Pet Jone 15 Ord June 15 

autinem, Georce WILLIAM, Dorchester, Butcher Dor- 

Pet June 15 Ord June 1 

Buscuor, RICHARD R, Park rd, 1 ate, Middlx, 
= Me:chant High Court Pet May 25 Ord 
une 

snore. S @ A, Crouch Hill High Court Pet May 26 

une 1 
Bu — Paneehicn ARTHUR, Castle Donington, Leicester, 
licitor’s Clerk Leice-ter Pe: June17 Ord June 17 
wuenees, W, Blackstock rd, Finsbury Park, Dairyman 
h Court Pet May13 Ord June 16 

Cox, Esengzer, The Outer Temple, Acéountant High 
Court Pet Jan 19 Ord June 16 

Dipsavry, yah Prenton, Chester, Baker Birkenhead 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

EGGErt, BENJAMIN, Stoke Ferry, Bertolt, Builder King's 
Lynn Pet June 15 Ord June 

ELLs, ERNEST JouN, Rorwich, Newsagent Norwich 
Pet June 16 Ord Jun 16 

Fox & Co, WILLIAM, Br stol, Ladies’ Tailors Bristol 

Ord Juhe 16 


May 29 
GaRRop, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Lowestoft, rr Dealer 
@ t Yarmouth Pet Junei5 Ord June 1 
Cu RAWDON, Cattle Dovi oo, ponte, 
utcher jcéster Pet June 17 Ord June 17 


Preston 


Dudley Pet 


GILL, FRANK JAMES, Winchmore Hill, Middx, Traveller iv 
Motor Oils Eimonton Pet May 12 Ord June 15 
HAWLEY, JAMES WILLIAM, Milnrow, nr Roch iale, Green- 

grocer Rochdale Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
HERMANN, D, New Cross rd, Dra er Greenw.ch Pet June 
5 Ord June 16 
HIGHAM, WILMIAM ERNEST, Burnley, Hay and Curn 
Merchant, Burnley Pet May 22 Ord June 16 
1LOPKUNS, HENRY JOHN ioe, Giam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet June15 Ord 


Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

JEFFRIES, EDGAR. PERCY, Clacton on Sea, Boot Maker 
Colchester Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

JONES, EDWARD Loyb, Conway, Ironmongéer Bangor Pet 
June 17 Ord Jue 17 

JUKES, Percy V, and BAsiL JameEs, Cardiff, Penny 
Bazaar Proprietors Cardiff Pet May 19 Ord Juue 16 

LAZENBY, WALTER, Burnley, Clothier Burnley Pet June 
17 Ord June 17 

—- AvGuUSTIN WILLIAM, Edmonton, 

a Pet Junel7 Ord June 17 

Lewis, LEMUEL ARTHUR, Talgarth, 
Hereford Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

LINTOTT, GBORGE BENJAMIN, Nubhead cres, Peckham 
High Court Pet May 14 Ord June 17 

MACFARLANE, FANSY WILKINSON, Aston, Birmingham 
Birmingham Pet Jun: 16 Ord June 16 

MCCARTHY, WINIFRED L, Coram st High Ceurt Pet 
April 17 Ord June 16 

Momeeenys JouxN, MILLIKIN, Walsall, General Stamper 

Piercer Walsall Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

MERREDEW, ae than field, Mavager to a Company 
Edmonton Pet 2% Ord June 15 

maqaend®, Cor. H, Bluydelisands, Liverpool, p Speeitanee | 

6 


Draper Ed- 


greenness, Grocer 


PLOTZKER, MARCUS, Exeter a, Brondesbury High Court 
Tet April 30 Ord June 1 

RAYFIBLD, HENRY Linthorpe, Yorks, Clerk Middlesbrough | 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 


e17 Ord June 17 
Rivusr, HERBERT E Hilsborough, Sheffield, Genera] 
Merchant §) 15 Ord_Jupe 15 
Suarp, W et} hey oy ovision Dealer Salf rd 
Pet June 1 


SIDDALL, OU Sak Horey, Tete, perky, Qu.rry Owner 
by Pet June 15 Ord June 1 
TEBBUTT, MARY Ja&E, Heanor, Derby Derby Pet June 


Pet June 16 Ord June 16 





Hvenes, GwityM, Zou shor, , ren Carmarthen 


—_— Live PetAprii5 Ord Jun Rec, 
Patan n, WALTER Fancy or, > de, Dorset, Butcher Poole | peanain’ w, 
6 
peumineen FRANCES ftaty, ‘Oxford Oxford Pet June 15 | 
Ord June 15 
cary, FRANK S, Dover High Court Pet May 22 Ord 
une 17 


RICE, aa JouN, aaa Newsagent Norwich Pet | rane ‘ bd 
Lion Ho 
GEE ARLES Ral 'g ) 
" bute or ne mee BD " 24 
| HAYWOOD, HERBER ‘ ’ 
Grocer anaes By ¥.. ehmbre, miner 


15 Ord June 15 
THORPE, JAMES LuTHER, Leeds, Hardware Dealer Leeds 


WAKELIN, THOMAS, Old Basford, Nottingham, Cane 
Chair Mauufacturer Nottingham Pet dune 17 id 
Jane 17 


WHARAM, GEORGE JosgpH, Barns'ey, Yorks, Picture 
Palace Proprietor Barasley Pet June 15 Ord 
June 15 

WILSON, ANNIE, Flixton, Yorks Searbotough Pet May 28 
Ord June 15 

Way, on, THOMAS LINTON, L- uth, Motor Engineer Great 

meby PetJune 16 Ord June 16 

Ww e, THOMAS LAWRENCE, Chariton Kings, Gios, 
Commission Agent Cheltenham Pet Junei7 Ord 
June 17 
Amended Notice substituted ies yet = in 

, the London Gaz. tte of 


DUNNETT, WILLIAM PRRCIVAL, cba 
veyer Wandawerth Pet April 20 


FIRST MiETINGS. 


ASHWELL, BENJAMIN Jackson, Wyprondham, Leicester 
Baker, Ka 26 at 12 «(Off a 9 1, Bérridge st, 


Leice 
BhaNErT, . A, King's av, Clapham k, yap 


Director duiys * 12 Yn rey tt 
BEAUMONT, ARTHUR, Bat Vorks. Greengrocer 
Rec, Ban ” cimbrs, Corporation st, 


Jone 29 at 11 
Dewsbury 

BISCHOF, RICHARD R, Park 14, Clarence Gate, Mid 
Gelatine Merchant July3 at 11 Bankruptcy & 
Carey st 

BROWNFOOT, H, A Crouch Hil] July 2.at12 Bankruptcy 


Be Saice ARTHUR, Castle Donington, 
Sotiaeee's us dune 2% at 415 Oa 
i at, ter 
ce stock Fd Fiusbury + a Dairyman 
July 2at1 niruptey ‘dga, Carey 
Cox,  Eaeneaes, er, The Outer roman Y Terenas July 2 at 
Tuptcy b'dgs, 


met R A, JOHN Fiettov, nr Egterboroagh 
June 2%6at 11.45 Law Cctrte. ‘boro 


, Tootinz, Sur- 
i June 10 


bi igs, 
BURGEsS, 
Lelcastes. 


Deere JQuN, Prenton, . at il 
Off Ree, alee Mar ‘Morin a 11, Dale st, Leerpont 
Dim, Konia?” aoa new Toe » Baker June 30-at 2.30 
Ay 








Farmer Jane 20 at 


tion st, Bicm 
BEeManR, D, Waste Jane 26 abil 132, 


mm. 
Peas, wRY JOHK, law, , Collier. 8 
11.15 Of Rec, St. Catherine's mb: a, 84 Oa 
it, Pontypridd 
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Se ae 
RIES WAR P ' acton-on-Sea, Bootmaker ; — J 23. MANN, THOMAS ROLLINGS, Malvern, Worcester Hous 
sa #8. - ig + ay erie tin London Gazette—TUESDAY, June 23 | Furpisher’s Mana Sek. July 1 at'2.30 Olf Rec, 11, 
Jukes, Percy V, and Basi. M James, Cardiff, Penny CEIVING ORDERS. . C-penhagen st, Worcester — 
Bazaar Proprietors June 29at2.30 Bankrupt:y bldgs 7 NoBLE, HERBERT, Clayton,'nr Bradford, Painter July | at 
Carey ‘ ” : re P 3 Boarp, WALTER, Bitten, Teignmouth, Coal Dealer. Exeter 11.30° Of Ree, 12, Dulte st, en 
- +EOR? 7 . Nunhead Petkhar Pet Juve 18s Ord June Is ‘ PLATT, EDWIN, Bar Jsiey, d shton under Lyne, Commission 
—_ i = 2! ters = ergy oA $ t a. Bon,RyY, Wi.tiaM Joseru, Ipswich, Baker IpeWwich Agent July 1 at 3 Off Kec, Byrom M n- 
\ . . , WI am. Aston, B than Pet June | Ord June 18 ; chester 
aA co oo as ary ku 4 ; ne Time + ae on a | BalgH?, NeVILLE Lex, Nottingham, Estate Agent | Rawson, Percy Smita, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer 
Birmingham : — li . : Nott ngram Pet June 4 Ord June 19 July 1 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle p!, Park st, 
MoCagray, WISIPRED L, Curan july lati? Bank. | Dover, Geonck Simon, Woking, Surrey, Coal Merchant Nottingham 
ruptey bldgs, ¢ rae Ot 4 Gui'dford Pet June ts Ord June 1s ; RAYFIELD, HENRY, Linthorpe, Yorks, Clerk July 2 at 
MOKINSTRY, JOHN MILLIKIN, Wa'sa'l, General Stamoe DURRANT, ALFK > Wil nd e RG . oe 2 30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, ‘Albert rd, Middfes- 
Jane 80 at 12 Off Ree, BU, Lichfield Wol — malooy, | suil le? igh yurt ‘et Juae mits W eLtae“Brigst k,. Northampton, Blac it 
hampton » es ) , Bh , zs vEEVE, LLLIAM, he ty ge A : UO} riacksinith 
PALMER, WALTSR Psacy, Poole, Dorset, Butcher June | Ki — Gi 1 GI R.. vestes, Glan, Collier Cardiff Pet pune 30 = 1 on RK yal Hotel: — ine a me 
9 at lz Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, | Juve 1s) Ord June! SPRIDGEON, LOM ILLIAM, apg, ron pe gg Mihege le igent 
3 uthampts on : ESCALADA, HecTOR FLORENCIO, Walterloo pl H gh Court July 2 at 2 Off Rec. 4 and 6, W a st, Bo ton 
aemnam 7 ane Casntmoitnia . Pet. Mar 21 Ord June 19 - SQUIRRELL, WILLIAM, Bille ton, Suffolk, Merchant July 
on VL ee Be ~. Bp awe Competeas Sravetier RAIRCHILD,. ARTHUR, Lincoli, Plumber  Linevln Pet 2 at 2.30 Off Ree, 36, Prin:es st, Ipswich 
- 4. a ; ms awe ins Juve 19 Ord June 19 PAYLOR, CLARENCE, Keighley, Confectioner Jvly | at 11 
ro, “ae Dover July 1 at 1 Bankruptcy bldg FIRTH, ARTHUR, Gomeraa!, Yorks, Wire Drawer Bera ‘ford Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
, > & . at 19 Pet June 18 Ord June 18 TesuotTr, MARY JANE, Heanor) Derby June at 2.30 
OTs MAkcus, Exeter rd, Bro shur ly 1 at 12 . — : : ~ Se : 
4 ~ = bid Y— ae Brondesbury July la FRIEND, RicH RD LANGDON, Hereford, Build r Wereford Off Rec, 12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 
pees oe as ad Rtn: Pet June 18 Ord June 18 WAKELIN, | HOMAS, Old Basford, Cane Chair Manufacturer 
SOUTHEY, WILLIAM JOHN, Grange Coar’ rd; Starpford hill, | (soar | MILY, Ayle bury, Nurseryman Aylesbury Pet July 1 at 11 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 
(ieneral Dealer ,June 29 at 11.50 (14, Bedford row . per ‘Ord Ju het  ordne Vii han “ph sedi “oT a 
rHoR?: JAMES LI THER Leeds, H dware Dealer June GRAY, GEORGE, Cannon st, Financier High Court Pet | WitLows, Gkorag HENRY, Manche:ter, Merchant July 
Waar ra hn soe gh ea Yorks, Picture May 8 Ord June 19 lat 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mauchester 
wend Pro - Ty june 20 at 10 M or Re: County Grirvryy, WILLIAM Werssox, York, House Furnisher | Wy.son, ANNIE, Flixton, Yorks Julyjat4 O Roc, 4, 
Court Hall, Regent at (f ustgate eitrance), Barnsley — York P-t June 18 Ord June 18 Westb rou h, Scarborough 
— . P — ’ HANNEY, WILLIAM HENRY WeEstToN, We tbourne grove, 
Age Draoer High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 b] 
ADJ 3 : Ret 
ADJUDICATIONS, HENDERSON, J, Grafton st, M le Bad, Credit Draper High SOLi | y 
ALLEN, FRED, Dudley, Worcest»r, Glass Merchant Dad Court Pet May 19 Ovd June 19 
ley Pet dune 14 ~-Ord June 16 Hopes, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Radstock, Somerset, Market 
ASHWELL, BENJAMIN JACKSON, Wymondham, Leicester Gardener F.ome PetJunei8 Ord June 18 
Baker Leicester PetJune ls Ord June 15 Hout, Francois, Lu on, Beds, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
BEAUMONT, ARTHUR, Batley, Yor Green .rocer Dews Luton Pet June 19 Ord June 19 Y 
biry Pet Junel5 Ord June ls HOLT, H CeciL, Upper George st, Bryanston sq Suli itor Providing cover against oA i that may 
BROWNFOOT, HARRY ALLISON, Crouch Hill Hizh Ceurt High Court Pet Mari9 OrdJune 19 t of any act of ne lect, default 
P.t May 20 Ord June 17 JARVIS, Louts George, Ipswich, Engineer’s Smith Ips arise in respect 0 y g 
BURGESS, FREDERIOK ARTHUR, Castle Do sington, Leicester, wich Pet June 1s Ord June 18 or error on the part of any partner or 
Solicitor’s Clerk -Lelvester Pet June 1 O.d | Leago, THOMAS WknsTEr, Desborough, Northampton, | gepyant ofthe firm or their predecessors 
June 17 Florist Northampton Pet June 19 Ord June 19 EST TIV 
DESHAYES, Henny, Milk st bldgs, Cheapside High Court Levy, HeXRY, Mare st, Hackoey, Mantle Manufacturer in business, FREE FROM ALL R ES RIC E 
Pet Mar2) Ord ‘June \ High Court Pet. April 28. Ord June 19 CONDITIONS can be arrangei on application to 
DUNNETT, WILIAM” PeRttcivat Church In Tooting LUCKSFORD, SIDNEY ALBERT, Bognor, Outfitter Bright 
Surveyor Wandsworth Pet-Ap? 20 Ord June bb Pet June 19 Ord Jane 19 
DUSGATE, CHARLES fastus, Hayes, Middix | Builler | MANN, THOMAS ROLLINGS, Barnards Green, Malvern, House LANCASTER & WILSON; 
Windsor Pet June 10 d June 17 Furnishers’ Manager Worcester Pet June 18 Ord Insurance Mortgage Brokers, 
~— HnsJAMIN, Stoke Ferry, ae Builder Kings ‘ oy i ast ee ey ee 53-5,: Bank Chambers,329, High Holborn, London 
sYtith e une ‘ une lo NOBLE RT, iyton, nr bradford, Vecoratyol srad- 
ELLIS, ERNEST JOWN, Nor@ich, Newsagent, Norwich ford Pet Juie 19 Ord June 19 Sates and Mortgages arranged on Rever- 
at June 16 14 y ‘ . ley G , Beds. Licensed sions, Life interests and Annuities, and all 
Pet June l6 Ord Jane 14 NORMAN, Ext, Aley Green, nr Luton, Beds, Licenses , ted. Conti 
FISHER, SAMUEL, New Bon! et High Court Pet May !9 Victuiller Luton PetJunel19 Ord June 19 classes of Insurance effected. Contingency 
Ord June 1 Ropen?s, ANNIE, Birley Carr, Sheffield Sheffied Pet and Fidelity Insurances a speciality. 
GARROD, WILLIAM ARTHUK, Lowestoft General Dealer Juve 19 Ord June 19 a 
Great Yarmouth PetJune 15 Ord June 1s SQUIRRELL, WILLIAM, Bildeston, Suffolk, Merchant Ips- ; Telephone: 602 Holborn. 
GEE, CHARLES awpon;-Castice Donington, Leicester wich Pct June 2) Ord June 20 
tutcher Leicester Pet June 1 Ord June 1 STEPHENSON, GEORGE WILLIAM, Appleby, Westmorland, EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
HAWLEY, JAMES WILLIAM, Milnr>w, nr Rochdale, tirecn lailor Kendal Pet June 1s Ord June 18 . FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & Marky, 1689. 
grocer Rochdale” PetJune.16 Ord June 16 PAYLOR, CLARENCE, Keighley, Confectioner Bradford 
Horgins, Hesny JouN, T-ealaw, (ilam, Collier Ponty- Pet June 19 Ord June 19 ROBE COURT 
prdd Pet Jue 15° 0d June ls COMLINSON, J #S8E, Shetftleld, Draper Sheffivid Pet Juxe 18 
flowk, BERTRAM CHARLES, Silloth, Cumberland. Solicitor Ord June 15 MAKERS. TAILORS. 
Carlisle Vet May 11 Ord June 16 WADHAM, HanoLD FREDERICK, Aberdeen ct, Maida Vale, : 
Hvuaues, wit yM,-Loaghor, Glam, Labourer Carmartheu Stockbroker High Court Pet May 7 Ord DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 
Pet Junel6é Ord June 16 June 18 r Ww 
JMPFRIES, EDGAR PERCY, C acton on. Sek, Boot Maker | WHITE, SAMUEL BIOLOGLOWSKI, Fann st, Furrier High SOLICI TORS’ GO NS. 
Co chester Pet June 1s Ord June 15 Court Pet May 20 Ord June 18 . rr » or VB 
JONES, EDWARD LoYD,.Conway, Carna:von, Ironmonger | WHITE, WILLIAM GEorGR, and FREDERIC CLAUDE _ LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Bangot Pet June 17 Ord June 17 NICHOLLS, Frome, Somerset, Printers Frome Pet | Wigs for Registrars; Town Clerks & Coroners. 
LAZENBY, WALTER, B l ‘ tI Bur et Jane June Ord June 7 NS. 
me 3} eee ding prety dled asin « pee CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS 
» > : —- > Amended Notice substituted for that published in the nokabattialineneiniel arses 
Lewis, LEMUEL ARTHUR, Talwar Breckt ( I ndoi Gazette of June 19: 
Hereford Pet June 16° Ord June If ee een : 7 
MACFARLANE, FANNY WILKINSON, Aston, Rirmingha Fox, Vievor, Bristol,-Ladies' Tailor and Furrier FPristol 93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
faker Kirmingham PetJune 16 Ord June 17 Pet May 2 -Ord Jane 16 
MCKINSTRY, JOHN MELLUKIN, ;-Walsall, General Stamper | AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
Waleel sot June ls Ceddaneis FIRST MEETINGS 4 payment 265 per cent. will be taken off the tollowing 
MITCHELL, TOM-CECIL, Church rd Leyton, Essex, Engineer writing charges :— 
High Court Pet May 20 Ord June tt ALLES, Frep, Dudley, ‘——~ and China Merchant June . s. da 
NORMAN, REGINALD Ronen? GrRIivritH Wa Wat #2 Off Re , Priory st, Dudley Abs P ¥ ¥' 
, : - . : vec, tracts Copied oe «es 0 8 per sheet. 
Solicitor . HighCourt. .Pet May 20. Ord June} BELLINGER, GEORGE wiessait Dorchester, Butcher July Briefs and Deafts pe vor 20 foli 6. 
PACKMAN, WILLIAM VANOK, Crutched friars, Journalist at 1 Off Rec, City chinbrs, Catherine st, Salis- Deeds Round Hand pin 0 2 per folio. 
High Court Pet May 21 Ord June 16 bury Déeds Abstracted m = 30 per sheet. 
PALMER, WALTER PERCY, Pools, Dorset, Butcher Poole | BoARD, WALTER, Bitton, Teignmouth, Coal Dealer July Full Copies pe ne = per folio. 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 at 11.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter oe oe soe , 
PETHERAM, FRANCES MARY, Oxford Oxford Pet Jut BonLEY, WILLIAM Josern. -Epswich, taker July 1 at PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet Draft, }d.. ditio. 
Urd June 15 0’ Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich ‘ Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3s. 6d. per ekin. ‘ 
RAYFIELD, HENRY, Linthorp:, Yorks, Clerk MidJk DrrcH, GEORGE KPWARD, jan, Canterbury, Saddler July KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, B.C. 
brough Pet June l7* Ord June 17 1 atll.30 Off Rec, OSA, Castle st, Canterbury eee 
Rick, JETHRO JOHN, Norwich, Newsagent Norwich Pet Dopdr, GEorak Simon, Woking, Surrey, Coal Merchant 
June 17 Ortl Junei7 yune 30 at ll , York rd, We-tmiuster Bridge rd 
RIEBOLD, PETER - SAMUEL, Upper ‘st, Islington High | DusGaT#®, CHARLES JAMES, Hayes, Middlx, Build r July 2 
Cuurt Pet April Ord June 17 it IL 14, Bedford row 
SEGALOFF, JACOB, braintree st, Cambridye rd, Whitechapel Kaur?rt, BENJAMIN, Stoke Ferry, Norfolk, Builder: July 1 
Jeweller Hikh Court Pet Aprit 80 Ord June 17 atl Off Rec King st, Norwich 
SHAW, HARRY, Ripoa, Yorks, Wine Merchant Northalle ELLIS, ExNEST JOHN, Norwich, Newsagent July 1 at 12.30 
ton Pet May %) Ord June lt if Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
SiPALL, WILLIAM HENRY, Eyam, Derby, Quarry Owner FIRTH, ARTHUR, Gomersal, Yorks, Wire Drawer June 30 
Derby Pet June 15. Ord June 16 itil Off Kec, 12, Duke et, Bradford 
PeBBCIT, MARY JANE, Heanor, Darby Derby Pet June | Forp, FREDERICK, Piymouti:, Mason July 1 at 3.15 7, 
15 Ord June 1 Buckland ter, Plymouth 
THORPE, JAMEe LUTHRR, Leeds, Hardware Dealer Leed GARROD, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Lowestoft, General Dealer 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16- July latill Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
[uBnY, WALTER, ‘Lowestoft, Fish’ Mepehant Great Yar- | HANNEY, WILLIAM HENRY WesTON, Westbourne grove, 


mou'h Pet May19 Ord- Jane 16 
Ww AKELIN,; THOMAS; Old Basford, Cane Chair Manufacturer 
Nottingham - Pet June-17- Ord June 17 


WH4k4M, GEORGE JOsEPH, Barasley;Pictute Palace Pri 


prievor- Barnsley Pet-J one b5- -Ord-June 15 
WHITTAKER, WILLIAM LEONARD, Chaticombe, Somerset 
Farmer tadnion Pet May 25 Ord June t7 
WILSON, THOMAS LINTON, Louth, Moto?- Engineer -Great 
. Gritusby Pe: June 16° Ord June 16 - 
WRIGHT, THOMAS LAWRENG®, Chariton Kings; Glos, Com- 
Pet June 17 Ord June 


mlssi m Agent Cheltenham 


Draper July lat 12.30 Bankruptcy bidys, Carey st 
HAWLEY JAMES WILLIAM, Milnrew, or-Rochdale, Green- 

grocer July 8at11.30 Town Hall, Rochdale 
HUXTABLE, ARPHUR THOMAS, Redfield, Bristol, Hardware 


Dealer July 1 atil30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

JARVIS, Louis GeorGR, Ipswi-h, Eugineer’s Smith July 1 
at2.15 Uff Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


LAZENBY, WALTER, Burnley, Clothier Julylat ll Off 


Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 
LEIGH, Joun, New Longton, nr Preston, Draper July 1 at 





10 30 


Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 





BRIEF CARRIER. 


Various Qualities from 18/6 each. 
Miustrated List Free on application: 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd.; 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.¢. 
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